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| . Overview and Factors Affecting Program Performance

Approved in April 1999, the Mission’s Country Strategy outlines USAID’ s gpproaches and
activities in Russathrough 2003. The activities are grouped under eight Strategic Objectivesin
the areas of economic, democratic, and socid trangtion. Despite the economic turmoil and
politica changes during the past year, dl three areas have achieved substantive results, thus
building a solid foundetion for the adoption and use of democratic principles and free-market
mechanignsin Russa

Under economic trangition, $2.5 million in micro loans were disbursed to 2,718 borrowers by
USAID partner organizationsin 1999. Since 1995, 7,100 microenterprise loans were disbursed
by USAID. Women received 71 percent of the total, or 5,007 loans. Entrepreneurs receiving
support from USAID’ s business support centers obtained $36.9 million in credit through 1999.
Economic policy organizations assisted by USAID published 27 papers ranging on topics from
the banking crisis to the social obligations of the State in 1999. These papers were used to
present policy recommendations at conferences open to Russian decison-makers and the genera
public. InFY 1999, USAID trained 3,670 Russansin the use of internationa accounting
gandards. Amendments to the Generd Part of Russia stax code sgned into law in July 1999
brought the tax code, which reflected expert advice from USAID advisors, into compliance with
the cvil code. Overdl, improved environmental management practices were replicated in 78
percent of Russid s oblasts due to USAID interventions. During 1999, USAID developed and
strengthened 210 eco- business organizations.

Under democratic trangition, USAID granteesin 1999 trained over 1,000 political party election
observers to bolster domestic observation efforts, thus increasing the level of trust in the fairness
of eections. Partly dueto USAID assistance, the share of viewersin Russa s regions watching
private television stations (as opposed to State television) jumped from zero in early 1991 to 25
percent by 1997 and 42 percent by 1999. Overall, USAID-ass sted norn-governmentd
organizations spoke at public hearings or provided expert commentaries on legdative or policy
issues at least 181 timesin 1999. Thisincreased interaction of civil socity with government isan
encouraging trend. USAID work with the Judicid Department continues to strengthen the
independence of the judiciary in Russa. USAID programs during 1999 helped Russan legd
professonds learn about newly enacted commercia laws and about issues affecting women's
rights. Thisyear, thirty more regions, for atota of sixty regions, now have non-governmenta
organizations which monitor and contribute to Russias human rights report. Supported by
USAID, reports on the human rights Situation in thirty regions of Russa, as well as a country-
wide report, were published in September 1999.

Under socid trangtion, prdiminary findings from a survey of 6,000 women indicate that

abortion ratesin USAID project sitesfdl while they remained congtant in control Stes. The
number of family planning dinics offering family planning counsding and choice of

contraceptives reached 48 in 1999. The Mission's HIV/AIDS strategy established and
strengthened two partnerships between U.S. non-governmental organizations and Russan
organizations. The Mission, in collaboration with internationd and loca partners, identified Sites
for pilot tuberculogs projects for implementation of tuberculosis thergpy, including trestment of
multi-drug resistant tuberculosis. Based on Mission successes in housing, where over 90 percent



of Russan communities adopted housing dlowance programs, USAID launched a program to
introduce more equitable and efficient methods for ddlivering socid services. Our new
Assgtance to Russian Orphans activity was initiated to provide community-based servicesto
support families and assist graduation orphans.

Overdl in FY 1999, USAID continued to direct sgnificant funding for the activities described
above toward reform-minded regions under the Regiond Initiative. Regiond Initiative Stes are
Samara, Novgorod, Tomsk, and the Russian Far East (with principa emphasis on Sakhdin
Idand). USAID-supported activities in these four Stesinclude: economic reform activities such
as development of micro-credit facilities, smal-and medium enterprise support by Russian-run
business devel opment centers, and assistance with local budgeting and budgeting transparency;
democratic reform activities such as assistance to non-governmenta organizations and
independent media; and socia reform activities such as assstance to dow the spread of
HIV/AIDS and tuberculosis. These activities and other U.S. Government activities are
concentrated in the four sites to demondtrate that coordinated U.S. assistance in specific reform:
minded regions can effectively accel erate economic and democratic trangtion, foster U.S--
Russian economic and community-based linkages, and promote increased trade and investment.

USAID achievementsin the Regiond Initiative Stes and in other regions of Russa have ensured
that implementation of USAID/Russia s Country Strategy ison track. However, severa country
factors continue to negetively influence progress. Although the Mission successfully modified

its program gpproach in response to the economic crisis, our key partners, including independent
media, non-governmenta organizations, smdl- and medium-sized private enterprises, and health
fadilities, dill face chdlenging financid issues due to lack of sustainable economic growth.
Pervasve corruption continues to permeste dl levels of Russan society, which, in conjunction
with week rule-of-law, dows the economic trandtion. State authorities at dl levels and powerful
oligarchs have sgnificantly expanded their influence over the media, thus accelerating a
damaging tendency to replace professond journdism with partisan coverage both in the print
and broadcast arenas. Findly, U.S. Government restrictions on use of funds for the Russian
Government have constrained our work with women's hedlth, HIV/AIDs, and tuberculoss,
where the Russian Government playsamgor role.

Prospects for progress through FY 2002 are positive based on this year’ s program SUCCesses.
However, changes in economic and politica policies that will result from the recent dections
have not yet been claified. If new policies support economic and democratic trangtion in
Russa, then actud policy implementation &t the operationd leve will be the key chalenge
facing Russa during the next few years. This chdlenge could affect USAID programs by ether
spurring the further creation of afree-market and democratic society, and, thus, quickly
amplifying the impact of the USAID program and cregting a need for additional resources. By
contrast, dow or no policy implementation by the Russian Government would mean that USAID
would continue its present focus on the evolving needs of the Russan peoplein theregions. In
this case, it isunlikely that the Misson would greetly increase the number of its activities or
increase funding for the Russian Government &t the federd level. The USAID program formed a
key part of Embassy/Moscow’ s mission in Russiafor 1999. The USAID country program
directly supports U.S. goals and nationd interests, as outlined in the U.S. Embassy’ s Mission
Performance Plan for 1999. The nationa interests include national security, economic



prosperity, globa environmenta protection, and the development of participatory democracy.
Overdl our activities under economic transition programs supported economic prosperity
through promoting broad- based economic growth and recovery both at the policy level and at the
level of theindividua entrepreneur. Our economic trangition programs aso strengthen U.S.--
Russan commercid relaions. Activities under the environmentd program promote globd
environmenta protection by helping protect Russia s environment, which encompasses globdl
stocks of drategic natural resources. USAID activities under participatory democracy promote
genuine democratic trangtion in Russa a the grassroots levd. Findly, activitiesin the socid
sector program support nationa security and economic prosperity by helping improve the
effectiveness of socid safety net sector services, particularly hedlth, reducing the spread of
disease within Russa and across internationd borders. More specific linkages between our
drategic objectives and the Mission Performance Plan are described in the individud Strategic
objective narratives.



II. Results Review by Strategic Objective

Strategic Objective 1.3: Accelerated Development and Growth of Private Enterprises (118-
013-01)

Self-Assessment: The strategic objective is on track and is performing much better this year
than last year as contractors and grantees have adjusted their programs to respond to and recover
from the finencid crigs.

Summary: This objective supports Embassy/Moscow’s god of Broad-Based Growth and the
U.S. nationd interests of economic prosperity and national security, as defined inthe U.S.
Embassy’ s Misson Performance Plan for 1999. Specifically, the activities under this objective
promote Russian economic recovery and strengthen U.S.-Russan commercid relaions.

USAID dimulates economic growth in Russa by fogtering the development of micro, smdl, and
medium-Szed enterprises primarily in the Regiond Invesment Stes. The Misson'simmediate
god isto increase economic opportunities for Russans to dlow them to improve their sandard
of living. The Misson's ultimate aim is to create amore prosperous market- oriented economy
capable of meeting the economic needs of the Russian people. To do so, USAID supports two
primary activity areas. 1) business support indtitutions run by Russians, which offer training,
counseling, internet use, and appropriate referrals to help entrepreneurs obtain business
opportunities and financing; and 2) greater access to finance for Russan entrepreneurs from nornt
bank financid inditutions. Successin these activity areasis measured by four intermediate
results (IR), which are described under “Key Results’ below.

Our customers are current Russian entrepreneurs who receive training, technica assistance, and
credit, and future entrepreneurs who are reached by USAID programs while still in school.
Other customers are the people employed by the businesses asssted by USAID.

Key Results: Four key results are necessary to achieve this objective, as described by the
fallowing indicators: 1) SO 1.3: smdl and medium-sized enterprises (SVIES) increase over time;
2) IR 1.3.2: successful models of private ownership and modern management are widely
replicated; 3) IR 1.3.2.1: modern management practices adopted by private sector firms,; and 4)
IR1.3.4: increased access to financing by micro and smal business entrepreneurs. The last
indicator on microenterprise loansis new. It portrays our work in the microenterprise financia
sector, particularly as regards Russian women who are active entrepreneurs.

Overall, progress on the four indicators above has been very solid. Lessons learned from a 1999
externd evaudtion of the Misson’s Business VVolunteer Program (BVP) alowed us to refine our
relevant cooperative agreement to better achieve our indicators.

Performance and Prospects. Currently on-track, this objective is expected to meet or exceed
al targets through FY 2002.

During the past seven years, USAID-supported organizations identified the key impediments to
private sector growth in Russathat can be addressed through targeted interventions. To reduce



or diminate these impediments, these organi zations implemented private enterprise devel opment
programs. Their impact is described in the four indicator tables. Specificdly, the table for SO
1.3 demondtrates that the overdl number of smal businesses registered in Russia continues to
grow, dthough the rate of growth has dowed. Since dl smal businesses must regigter, this
indicator represents the results of activities under this strategic objective, other Misson and
donor interventions, and private entrepreneurid initigtives. The increase from 1998 to 1999 was
most likely due to a change in the source of the gatidtics. IR 1.3.2 tracks the number of actua
jobs created by businesses assisted by USAID programs under this strategic objective This
indicator shows an encouraging incrementa increase. We are requesting this information by
gender for the next reporting period. IR 1.3.2.1 shows the improved access of assisted businesses
to externd financing. Results were positive, but negatively affected by the economic criss. IR
1.3.4 tracks the growth and expangion of the microfinance programs supported by USAID. Of
note, women received 71 percent of the 7,100 loans made by our partner organizations.

The USAID contractors and grantees contributing to achievement of the targets are engaged in
wide range of business programs. Specificaly, we support the development of the network of 59
Morozov Centers throughout Russia through the Academy for Management and the Market
(AMM). The AMM is acompletely Russan-managed organization thet offerstraining and
consulting services to businesspeople, and is dso providing leadership in the devel opment of
innovation technology businesses. Under AMM guidance, the Morozov Centers should become
sdf-sugtaining as loca demand for business services increases over the medium- and long-term.

USAID aso supports a network of 33 Business Support Inditutions (BSIs) that provide high
qudity business support services to the Russian SME sector throughout Russia. Already, 12 BSIs
are fully sgf-suganing, hdping fulfill USAID’ s plan thet dl 33 eventudly will not require

USAID support. Another 21 BSIs hdp implement USAID’s BVP activities thet offer Russian
entrepreneurs and SMES consulting services and direct technical assistance from U.S. business
volunteer consultants. A key part of this program isthe U.S. grantee’swork with the 21 BSIsto
enable them to conduct business volunteer programs with U.S. business volunteers without
USAID assgance. This achievement would mean that local Russian organizations would be

able to support the SME sector long after USAID assistance to Russia ends.

In 1998, USAID began a partnership directly with Junior Achievement Russa. This program
has grown into the second largest Junior Achievement program in the world. The program is now
completely Russan run and managed, from asmadl office in Moscow and in 41 regiond centers.
It has reached over 900,000 Russian young people. |If the growth trend continues, the one
millionth student will participate in the program in 2000.

In addition to directly asssting businesses, entrepreneurs, and students, USAID works with
federd, regiond and loca governments to improve the policy and regulatory environment for
small businesses. Under the U.S.-Russia Bilaterd Commission’s Smdl Business Working
Group, USAID assists the Minigtry of Antimonopoly Policy and Entrepreneurship Support
(MAP) to implement an action plan to improve legidation and regulations affecting smdll
business. Under the Regiond Initiative (RI), USAID in cooperation with the Novgorod business
community aswell as city and oblast adminigtrations recently established a Small Business
Advisory Council. This Council will develop asmal business action plan to outline steps for



overcoming obstacles and promoting increased growth within the Novgorod smdl business
sector. All information and results produced by the Council will be submitted to MAP for action
by the Smdl Business Working Group. In the coming year USAID plans to develop and
implement smilar support projectsin two RI Sites. Support to local governments on finance and
governance, including budgeting, will be continued to be provided in RI Sites.

Microenterprise loans are akey areafor USAID. The Mission bdieves that roughly 70 percent of
the three million entrepreneurs in Russaare very smdl business people who do not require great
amounts of capital, but have no access to credit. To meet the needs of this group, USAID funds
sustainable microfinance inditutions (MFIs) which provide group and individua 1oans without
using the forma banking sector. In 1999, atota of $2.5 million in micro loans were disbursed to
2,718 borrowers.  This gpproach channels USAID funding to experienced U.S. MFIsfor loan
disbursal to smdl entrepreneurs. These MF s are now registering their Russian organizations as
funds for smdl business, which will be able to provide loans long after USAID assistance ends.

Pardld to the microenterprise programs, the Mission is developing a credit fund for lending
through credit cooperatives to farmers. The program will receive ruble funding from this year’s
food aid program under the U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Actud lending to microentrepreneurs must be supported by afavorable policy environment..
Two recent mgjor policy accomplishments, spearheaded by MFIs, primarily funded by USAID,
underscore positive changesin thelegd climate. First, MFIsin Russa can now operate legdly
without alicense from the Central Bank of Russa. Second, under the new Law on Vaue-
Added Tax (VAT) passed in January 2000, MFIsregistered as funds for SME support are
exempt from VAT on interest earnings, an exemption previoudy granted only to commercid
banks. Hence, microfinance in Russia, pioneered in 1994 by USAID programs, has gained
subgtantia momentum, and is turning into a viable and sustainable sector.

Possible Adjustmentsto Plans. Two upcoming activities may cause adjustmentsin our SME
activities. Anevduation of USAID’s SME support strategy will provide recommendations for
modifying our SVIE program. USAID will aso conduct asurvey to gather crucid statisticd data
concerning the SME sector in Russia, which will enable us to better design SMIE support.

Other Donor Programs. Asthe leader in the SME sector, USAID isakey donor in the
combined G-7 donor effort to support SMEs through the European Bank for Reconstruction and
Development (EBRD). Technical assstance from the European Union complemented USAID
private enterprise development programs through the Smal and Medium Enterprise

Development Agency initiative. The USAID-funded U.S.-Russan Investment Fund and the
EBRD aso finance programs to provide SME loans through commercid banks. Partly supported
by the Mission, the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) engages
the Russan Government on SME poalicy through high-leve policy didogue.

Major Contractorsand Grantees. Mgor grantees and contractors include: Opportunity
International and FINCA for microenterprise loans, Citizen's Democracy Corps and
ACDI/NVOCA for the business volunteer program; the Academy of Management and the Market
for the Morozov Centers, Carana Corporation for investment promotion; and Research Triangle
Indtitute for budgeting.



Data Tables

SO 1.3 Accelerated Development and Growth of Private Enter prises

OBJECTIVE: SO1.3 Accderated Development and Growth of Private Enterprise

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-013-01
APPROVED: 5/99

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: SO 1.3 Accderated Development and Growth of Private Enterprises

INDICATOR: Smdl and Medium Sze Businesses Hourish Over Time

UNIT OF MEASURE: Number of YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
Hrms
1992 (B) 560,000
1993 900,000 865,000
SOURCE: USAID/Russg, Internet 1994 900,000 896,900
Statidtics
1995 900,000 896,900
1996 900,000 877,300
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: 1997 900,000 828,000
Gross number of registered SMEsin
Russia as of December 31 1998 900,000 862,685
1999 900,000 868,000
2000 900,000
COMMENTS: 1992-1996 actual 2001 900,000
numbers are taken from "Smadl
Busnessin Russd', Busness 2002 900,000
Thesaurus Series (reference books for
Russian business), Moscow: 2003 900,000

CONSECO, 1998, table 1.9; 1997
actua number istaken from Russan
SME Resource Center Publications,
For the Annual Report of State
Committee for Support and
Development of SMEs: Part 1 (1997-
1998). Numbers show steady positive
growth.




OBJECTIVE: SO 1.3 Accelerated Development and Growth of Private Enterprises
OBJECTIVE ID: 118-013-01
APPROVED: 5/99 COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 1.3.2 Successful Models of Private Ownership and Modern
Management Widdy Replicated

INDICATOR: Number of Jobs Created/Sustained

UNIT OF MEASURE: YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
Created/sustained jobs 1997 (B) 0

1998 10,000 80,622
SOURCE: USAID/Russia, BDI/MMT 1999 10,000 106,202
Target Trackers and Quarterly Reports 2000 20,000

2001 30,000

2002 40,000

INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION:

Number of jobs created and sustained 2003
during the reporting period

COMMENTS: These numbers reflect
only job gtatistics from SO1.3
contractors*. Jobs created by other SO
contractors are not included. Increased
figure reflects better tracking of
programs and the addition of two
agricultural sector programs.

* CCI/RISE, JAR, OI, UAA, Morozov, URSBF, Counterpart, FINCA, ACDI/VOCA,
CDCI/EED, IRIS, MAC, PRARI, Eurasia Foundation




OBJECTIVE: SO1.3 Accderated Development and Growth of Private Enterprise
OBJECTIVE ID: 118-013-01

APPROVED: 5/99 COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 1.3.2.1 Workable Modd s for New and Restructured Firms to
Complete in aMarket Economy are Cregted

INDICATOR: Modern Management Practices are adopted by private sector firms

UNIT OF MEASURE: YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL

Amount of externd financing

and/or investment obtained by 1995 (B) $8

client forms of USAID Business

Support Ingtitutions (BSls) 1996 $10 $10

SOURCE: USAID/Moscow, 1997 $15 $20

BDI/BD and BDI/MMT Quarterly

Reports 1998 $20 $29.2
1999 $40 $36.9*

INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION:

Cumulaive dollar amount of 2000 $50

externd financing and equity

financing obtained by dient firms 2001 $75

of USAID financed Business

Support Institutions (US $milllions) ~ [2002 $100

COMMENTS: Planned targets for
the years 2001 and 2002 were
adjusted to reflect current USAID
funding trends.

*Cumulative for year 1999 for OI, Morozov, UAA, ACDI/NVOCA, CDC/EED, MAC, PRARI,
Eurasa Foundation yidded $7.7 million. (seefile BDI externd financing for year 1999.x19).
This number was added to previous cumulative amount.
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OBJECTIVE ID: 118-013-01
APPROVED: 5/99

OBJECTIVE: SO 1.3 Accelerated Development and Growth of Private Enterprises

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

Management Widdy Replicated

RESULT NAME: IR 1.3.4 Successful Models of Private Ownership and Modern

INDICATOR: Number of loans made by USAID supported microenterprise organizations

UNIT OF MEASURE:
Microenterprise |oans made by
assisted organizations, cumulative

SOURCE: Find and Quarterly
Reports from contractors and grantees

INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION:

Cumulative number of loans
made

YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
1999 (B) 7,098
5,007 (women)
2,091 (men)
2000 10,000
2001 15,000
2002 20,000
2003 25,000

COMMENTS: These proposed
indicator will track the success of our
program in reaching smal and micro
entrepreneurs

* CCI/RISE, OI, Morozov, Counterpart, FINCA, SUNY/AARW
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Strategic Objective 1.4: Improved Economic Infrastructureto Support Market-Oriented
Growth (118-014-01)

Self-Assessment: Overadl performanceison track.

Summary: This objective directly supports Embassy/Moscow’ s god of Open Markets and the
U.S. nationd interest of economic prosperity, as defined in the U.S. Embassy’s Mission
Performance Plan for 1999. The activities under this objective promote broad- based economic
growth in Russia and encourage Russia s progress toward the development of alega and
regulatory infrastructure for private sector growth. Positive progress will provide opportunities
for locd and internationa business, including U.S. business, thereby strengthening economic
prosperity both in Russian and in the United States. A necessary step to achieve such economic
prosperity isto improve Russian economic infrastructure.

The Mission's customers under this objective include Russian Government agencies, Russan
banks, Russan think tank ingtitutions, Russian entrepreneurs, and foreign and domestic investors.
Customers dso include the Russian public, which benefits from a stronger economy.

Key Results: Progressamong IRs varies, as does the validity of the indicators used last year.
Thefour IRsfor thisyear are: 1) IR 1.4.1.3: objective criteriaand system developed for transfer
of resources from center to regions, 2) IR 1.4.2: legd and regulatory framework for financid
sector established and strengthened; 3) IR 1.4.3: internationa accounting standards (IAS)
properly match revenues and expenses to improve exigting operations and make financia
reporting trangparent for banking sector supervision; 4) IR 1.4.4: economic think tanks
andytical and policy advice capabilities strengthened to support sound policy formulation.

Two IRs have changed sincelast year, IR 1.4.3 and IR 1.4.2. Although interest in IAS adoption
continues, the old indicator for IR 1.4.3, measuring the number of books printed, did not
redidicaly portray the commitment by Russan officias and businessto its application.

However, the Centrd Bank of Russiais using USAID ass stance to prepare to convert to the use
of IAS throughout the banking sector by the end of 2001. The new IR measures use of IAS by
individua banks based on requirements of the Centrd Bank

Theold IR 1.4.2, counting the number of bank licenses revoked, is not closdly associated with
restoration of confidence by Russians to the banking sector because banks continue to operate
without licenses. The new IR, annud percentage change in personal deposits, better measures
increase in consumer confidence by the proportionate increase in domestic deposits since 1998.
More generdly in this areg, the benefit of the long-term presence of the Financid Services
Volunteer Corps, providing USAID technica assistance to the banking system, was recognized
in an externd evauation in February 2000.

Although IR 1.4.4 did not change from last year, we note thet this IR is difficult to quantify
because the indicator of dissemination of economic policy research papersis only one aspect of
the introduction of economic andysisto political debates. Nevertheless, papers, conferences,
and consultations occurred at an unprecedented level in 1999, and policy makers appear more
accepting of sound analytic advice.



Performance and Prospects. Congressiond restrictions on assistance provided directly to the
Russian federd government limits current USAID activitiesin this area, which reduces our
efforts to degpen intergovernmenta fisca reform, expand restructuring of the banking sector,
and increase |AS adoption. This Stuation means that our leadership role under this strategic
objective is weakened, but our wide activity range ensures that we remain akey, if not the key,
player in srengthening economic infrastructure in Russa.

Despite the Congressiond redtrictions, this strategic objective demonstrates substantial promise
for achievement over the medium-term through FY 2002 and over the long-term as shown by
performance under last year’ stargets. For IR 1.4.1.3 which concerns intergovernmenta finance
reform, expectations were greatly exceeded. Although the Federa Government was dow to
implement a broad range of reforms, saverd |egidative initiatives were passed which bode
favorably for future assstance in intergovernmenta fisca relations. The State Duma and the
Federal Council passed arevised Part 1 of the Tax Code and enacted the year 2000 budget into
law. The law incorporated the transfer formula based on gross revenue potential as a measure of
tax capacity and needs as proposed, to alarge extent, by USAID. Also of note, the Ministry of
Finance held a session of the Intergovernmental Fiscal Reform Working Group to review forma
alocation techniques prepared with USAID assistance. As aresut, four regions asked to be
added to the five (Leningrad, Novgorod, Tomsk, Vladimir, Rostov) which are receiving
assistance and using the intergovernmentd revenue transfer formula. USAID-funded expertisein
this areawill further the trangparency and objectivity of transfers from the Federd to regiond
levels of government by applying andytic criteriato dlocation and utility of funds tranfersto
oblagts and municipdities.

Other accomplishments under fisca reform during this past year are equally encouraging. Access
to Dumafiscd deliberations was heightened by the request from an influentia member of the
Dumafor aresdent tax advisor. Members of our fiscal team will be able to provide timely
advice during formulaion of Dumafiscd legidative initiatives. Also, dl USAID effortsin tax
policy were well received by the State Duma and Ministries of Finance and Taxation. Advice on
improvements to the genera part of the tax code and Enterprise Profits Tax and amendmentsto
the excise tax were incorporated into legidative acts. USAID technical assistance also resulted
in alaw by Novgorod Dumato implement real property taxation, including valuation
methodology for property assessment. USAID is responding to these substantial opportunities,
confirmed by arecent externd evauation, by funding athree-year fiscal reform contract on
intergovernmentd transfers and creation of afiscal policy center staffed by Russian experts.

IR 1.4.4 concerning economic policy organizations exceeded expectations, which directly
reflected interest by Duma and Government officias in policy guidance provided by our

partners. They achieved impressive results through preparation and dissemination of 27
economic policy papers, and funding of conferences that enabled researchers and andysts to
discuss key topics such astax and budgetary reform, banking crigs, land ownership, economic
factors of eectoral behavior capital markets, and corporate governance with federa and regiona
policy makers. In the future under IR 1.4.4, the Mission will continue with the preparation of
economic policy papers and conferences through two more years of work with the Ingtitute for
Economic Trangtion and continuation of the three-year agreement with the Moscow Public



Science Foundation. The Foundation received about 300 small grant gpplications to sponsor
timely and gppropriate economic anadysesin legd and regulaory reform, enterprise
restructuring, competition, regulation of natural monopolies, corruption and shadow economies
aswdl asto enable the emergence of policy think tanks in various underserved regions.

Asmeasured by last year’ sindicator, IR 1.4.3 regarding |AS did not meet planned targets.
However, the new IR 1.4.3 shows promise, given the Central Bank of Russia commitment to
IAS. The effort to create appropriate regulatory language for IAS adoption is perceived by the
Central Bank to be collaborative, ensuring access by the USAID advisor in resdence at the Bank
during the formative process. More generdly inthisarea, in FY 1999 USAID trained 3,670
Russansin the use of IAS. The American Chamber of Commerce and the Internationa Center
for Accounting Reform continue to advocate adoption of I1AS by the Russian Government and
businesses. In addition, in Samara and Novgorod, USAID istraining local accountantsin IAS
and assgting loca companiesto prepare financia statements based on IAS. Because IASisa
trangparent financid reporting system based on globally accepted accounting procedures,
companies that prepare financid satementsin IAS will be more successful in attracting foreign
invesment.

IR 1.4.2 on the establishment of alegd and regulatory framework for the financia sectors did
not meet expectations under last year’ s indicator. However, the new indicator demonstrates
subgtantia promise. In 1999, there was a 17 percent increase in personal deposits. Not only
does this indicate an emerging confidence, but dso an increase in bank liquidity, thus enabling
more lending to businesses and consumers. The Misson isfunding athree-year effort focused
on commercid banking, financia markets policy and regulatory structures and Central Bank of
Russiaregiond banking supervison.

Possible Adjustment to Plans. The upcoming request for proposas for fiscd reform with an
emphasis on intergovernmentd revenue trandfers and creetion of a Russan fiscd policy center is
alogica extenson of earlier successes that were described in prior sections.

Other Donor Programs. The World Bank, International Monetary Fund (IMF), and other bilateral donors
aswell asthe U.S. Treasury collaborate in the financid sector in Russa. USAID isamember of the Inter-
Agency Coordinating Committee for Banking Reform comprised of Russan ingtitutions and donor
inditutions. Ongoing collaboration between USAID, the World Bank, the IMF, the U.S. Treasury and other
donorsin bank restructuring will be particularly important as USAID decides whether to increase activity in
the banking sector. USAID works closdly with the Internationa Center for Accounting Reform and donors
such as the European Union and the British Know How Fund inits IAS project.

Major Contractors And Grantees. USAID’smgor contractors and grantees include: Financid
Services Volunteer Corps for banking; Georgia State University for tax reform; and the Inditute
for Economic Transition and the Moscow Public Science Foundation for economic policy
organizations.
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Data Tables

SO 1.4 Improved Economic Infrastructureto Support Market-Oriented Growth

OBJECTIVE: SO 1.4 Improved Economic Infrastructure to Support Market-

Oriented Growth
OBJECTIVE ID: 118-014-01
APPROVED: 5/99

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION:USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 1.4.1.3 Objective Criteriaand System Developed for Trander of

Resources from Center to Regions

INDICATOR: Trangparent Criteriafor Distribution of Federd Fundsto Regions by

Formula
UNIT OF MEASURE: Formula YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
changed: yesfo 1995 (B) Formula exigts,
but not a good
SOURCE: Georgia State University one
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: 1996 Formula No
Federd funds to support the regions changed
formulain place and operationa
1997 Formula No
changed
COMMENTS: Theyear 2000 Federal {1998 Formula Yes
budget contained more accurate tax changed
capacity messures aswdl as 1999 Formula Yes
expenditure needs coefficients. changed
2000 Formula
changed
2001 Formula
changed
2002 TBD
2003 TBD
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OBJECTIVE: SO 1.4 Improved Economic Infrastructure to Support Market-
Oriented Growth

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-014-01
APPROVED: 5/99 COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 1.4.2 Legd and Regulatory Framework for the Financia Sector
Established and Strengthened

INDICATOR: Annual percentage change in persona depositsin Russan banks

UNIT OF MEASURE: Percentage YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
change 1998 (B) 0 0
SOURCE: Centrd Bank of Russa
1999 10% 17%
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION:
Percentage change in ruble and dollar 2000 20%
denominated deposits of individuasin
dollar terms. Personal depositsindlude {2001 30%
demand and time deposits by resident
and nonresident individuals, and funds {2002 40%
on sdf-employed individuds
2003 TBD

COMMENTS: All numbers are as of
December of previous year.
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OBJECTIVE: SO 1.4 Improved Economic Infrastructure to Support Market-Oriented

Growth
OBJECTIVE ID: 118-014-01

APPROVED: 5/99 COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 1.4.3 Internationa Accounting Standards Will Properly Match
Revenues and Expenses to Improve Existing Operations and Will Make Financia

Reporting Trangparent For Banking Sector Supervison

INDICATOR: Internationa Accounting Standards adopted by banks

UNIT OF MEASURE: Number of |YEAR PLANNED
banks adopt |AS as required by the

ACTUAL

Centrd Bank of Russa

1999 (?) 0
SOURCE: Centrd Bank of Russa

2000 2
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: 2001 100
Internationa Accounting Standards
used by banks for reporting to the 2002 500
Centra Bank

2003 1,000

COMMENTS:
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OBJECTIVE: SO 1.4 Improved Economic Infrastructure to Support Market-Oriented

Growth
OBJECTIVE ID: 118-014-01
APPROVED: 5/99

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 1.4.4 Economic Think Tanks Andytica and Policy Advice
Capabilities Strengthened to Support Sound Policy Formulation

INDICATOR: Wider disssmination of policy advice and publications

UNIT OF MEASURE: Number of
publications presented to government
officds

SOURCE: Gadar Indtitute and
Moscow Public Science Foundation

INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION:
Improved efficiency of results
dissemination

COMMENTS: USAID currently has
one cooperdive agreement with the
Gaidar Indtitute and the Moscow
Science Foundation for support of
policy advice and publications.

YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
1998 (B) 1 1

1999 5 27

2000 100

2001 150

2002 200

2003 250
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Strategic Objective 1.6: Increased Environmental Management Capacity to Support
Sustainable Economic Growth (118-016-01)

Self-Assessment : Performance under this strategic objective is exceeding expectations.

Summary: This drategic objective directly supports Embassy/Moscow’s god of Environment
and the U.S. nationd interest of global issues, as defined in Embassy/Moscow’ s Mission
Performance Plan for 1999. Specificaly, the activities under this strategic objective promote
environmenta and natura resource protection, which is akey globa issue.

USAID began work on this strategic objective in Russain 1992. At that time, the concept of
environmental management and sustainable development was not well understood in Russia by
non-governmentd organizations, the genera public, and policy-makers. Severe pollution and
environmenta mismanagement resulted. To amdliorate the effects of this Stuation, this Srategic
objective introduces sustainable environmental management practices to private and public
entities, including environmenta managers, policy-makers, private industry, and nor+
governmenta organizations, throughout Russa. Results include reductionsin pollution levd,
prevention of forest fires, and generation of extra-budgetary revenues for protected reserves.

Our customers include Russian private and public sector organizations, regional governments,
local businesses, schools, libraries, and hospitas. Other customers are Russian citizenswho
benefit from a better-maintained natura resource base. In particular, the Russan Far East
benefits from the forestry initiatives under this strategic objective.

K ey Results: Three key intermediate results (IRs) help improve environmental management
practices. 1) IR 1.6.1: increased capacity to ded with environmenta pollution as athreet to
public hedth; 2) IR 1.6.2: improved management of natural resources and biodiversity
protection; and 3) IR 1.6.3: improved economic mechanisms for natura resources management
and environmenta protection.

An externa evauation of the Misson's Replication of Lessons Learned (ROLL) project in fall
1999 supported this objective s performance assessment. The eval uation noted that USAID’ s
environment activities have strengthened and expanded the network of Russan environmenta
non-governmenta organizations. The report dso noted that USAID’ s Russian grant recipients
designed projects respongive to loca needs. This evauation further highlighted our instrumenta
role in building inditutiond cgpacity in grantees, which isaMisson priority.

Performance and Prospects: Outstanding performance is expected under this strategic
objective through FY 2002.

USAID grestly exceeded its planned targets for the three IRs. Overdl, improved environmentd
management practices were replicated in 80 percent of Russid s oblasts under IRs 1.6.1, 1.6.2,
and 1.6.3. Thisindudes 45 percent of oblasts implementing environmenta management
activities; 44 percent of oblasts implementing natural resources activities, and 210 eco-business
organizations developed and strengthened (note: more than one activity may be implemented in
the same oblast).
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There are many examples of successful implementation for dl three key IRs. Under the ROLL
Project, which contributes to al three IRs, Russans are broadly replicating environmental
management activities and adopting locd initiatives a the nationd leve. Inthe past year, ROLL
awarded 87 grants, for atota of 191. Whileresults of the individud grant activities are
sgnificant, the cumulative effect of these successful replication activitiesis more important. For
example, in 1999 with ROLL assstance for forestry: the Federa Government regiondly tested
and gpproved new fire prevention techniques for broader gpplication; regiona legidation was
developed in the country's mgjor forested regions, and regiondly piloted artificia reforestation
methods are being replicated in the Russian Far East and Siberia and are supported by the
Russian Federa Forest Service for nationd application. In the area of environmenta hedlth,
ROLL supported introduction of methods to monitor and reduce lead in children's blood this past
year. Based on these activities, the Ministry of Health developed and adopted anew Lead
Monitoring and Prevention Strategy. A new environmenta hedlth risk assessment methodology
was tested in over 25 citiesin Russiaand resulted in prevention of deaths from environmenta
pollution. The Minigtry of Hedlth and the State Committee of Environmental Protection issued a
decree requiring this methodology in al environmental and epidemiologica surveys.  Over 600
medica and environmenta professonds have been trained in its use throughout Russathis year
and a new curricula hes been developed and introduced in Russias top medical universities.

Non-ROLL activities dso have strongly contributed to IR achievement. In the forestry sector,
USAID continues to be the pioneer in sustainable forestry management. In the past year, USAID
increased assistance for forest fire prevention and management as aresult of the devastating
forest firesin the Russan Far East. In close coordination with the U.S. Forest Service and the
World Wildlife Fund, USAID supplied 437 two-way radios and antennas to the Khabarovsk
Forest Service for early detection of fires. USAID assistance aso spurred significant progressin
introducing new techniques, such as prescribed burns to reduce fuel loads. The Russan Federa
Forest Service recently approved this new technique, which was formerly prohibited.

Also in the forestry sector during this past year, USAID work continued on preservation of the
non-timber and forest resources of the Russian Far East. USAID provided technical assistance
and grants to over 200 small businesses to develop business and marketing plans, improve
product labeling and packaging, and purchase modest amounts of equipment to introduce new
product lines or improve production. As aresult, these businesses increased profits, thus
generating employment in the region. For example, one smdl teaand honey company in the
Russan Far East hasincreased its full time staff from three to 60 employees, with up to 300 staff
during harvest time.  These activities have resulted in the introduction of environmentaly
sugtainable business practices as well benefits for disadvantaged groups including indigenous
peoples, the elderly, and an association for the blind.

USAID continues to focus on eco-tourism activities aimed at generating much needed revenues
to better protect Russa s nature reserves and endangered species, such asthe Siberian Tiger. In
the Russian Far Eadt, at least ten nature reserves are now implementing low-impact eco-tourism
activities that have helped them triple their operationa budgets during this past year. In
cooperation with the World Wildlife Fund, USAID recently initiated a smdl grants program and
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provided funding (grants averaging $4,000) to 26 organizations to strengthen the protected areas
network and preserve biodiversty in the Russan Far East eco-region.

Severd condraints affect progress under this strategic objective. Most importantly, Russian
Government funding for environmental programsis very limited. Environment and foresiry
loans through the World Bank have been either cancelled or sgnificantly delayed. In addition,
the State Committee for Environmenta Protection continues to wesken asits Satusin the
government remains low, saff sdaries have been reduced, and many highly qudified
professonds have left.

In the future, USAID will continue to support Russan-to- Russian partnerships to promote
environmental protection under ROLL and other activities. USAID will address climate change
issues through activities to preserve and/or expand Russid s globaly important carbon sink and
protect its endangered biodiversity, such asfire prevention, forest policy, and reforestation.
USAID's Globd Climate Change activities are fully described in the annexes.

Possible Adjustments to Plans: Performance targets for the key results presented in the
indicator tables will be revised in 2001 as the Mission initiates two new, comprehensive
programs, ROLL 2000 and the new FOREST Project which includes forestry, environmentd
training, and smdl grantsin the Russian Far Eadt.

Other Donor Programs: USAID actively coordinates with other donor governments, nor+
governmenta organizations and internationd financid inditutions, particularly the World Bank.
Of note was USAID-World Bank cooperation in the development of its forestry sector loan.
The design for the loan was significantly revised and delayed in 1999 as aresult of Russas
continuing economic difficulties. However, USAID has continued to work closaly the World
Bank and coordinated with the U.S. Forest Service to co-sponsor aU.S. study tour for Russian
forestry experts. USAID aso contributes to a multi-donor effort with European Governments
and Japan to phase-out the production of ozone depleting substances in the Russian Federation.

Major Contractorsand Grantees. Key contractors and grantees include: Ingtitute for
Sugtainable Communities for the ROLL Project and eco-busness grants; World Wildlife Fund
for eco-tourism and forediry; Indtitute for Internationa Education for environmenta partnerships,
Pacific Rim Taiga for eco-business; and the U.S. Forest Service for forestry management.



Data Tables
SO 1.6 Increased Environmental M anagement Capacity to Support Sustainable Economic
Growth

OBJECTIVE: SO 1.6 Increased Environmental Management Capacity to
Support Sustainable Economic Growth

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-016-01
APPROVED: 5/99 COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 1.6.1 Increased Capacity to Ded With Environmenta Pollution asa
Threst to Public Hedlth

INDICATOR: New approaches/ techniques/ technol ogies/actions to prevent and reduce
indugtrid pollution are introduced and implemented throughout the Russian Federation

UNIT OF MEASURE: Percent of YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
I
oblasts 1992 (?) 0
. 1996 4 4

SOURCE: Project Officer

1997 10 33
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION:
Percent of oblasts (cumulative) using 1998 20 35
new approaches’ techniques/
technol ogies/actions 1999 40 45

2000 45
COMMENTS: 1992 isbasdline

2001 50

2002 60

2003 70
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OBJECTIVE: SO 1.6 Increased Environmental Management Capacity to
Support Sustainable Economic Growth

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-016-01
APPROVED: 5/99 COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 1.6.2 Improved Management of Natura Resources and Biodiversity
Protection

INDICATOR: New approaches/actions to improve management of natural resources and
protect biodiversity are implemented throughout the Russan Federation

UNIT OF MEASURE: Percent of YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
blast
onlass 1993 (?) Vaue
unknown

SOURCE: Project Officer 1996 5 7
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: 1997 8 15
Percent of obl as_ts implementing new 1998 10 3
approachey actions

1999 40 44
COMMENTS: Basdineis 1993.

2000 45

2001 50

2002 55

2003 60




OBJECTIVE: SO 1.6 Increased Environmental Management Capacity to Support
Sugtainable Economic Growth

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-016-01
APPROVED: 5/99 COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 1.6.3 Improved Economic Mechanisms for Natural Resources
Management and Environmenta Protection

INDICATOR: Eco-business organizations developed and strengthened

UNIT OF MEASURE: Number of |YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
: : 1996 20 26
SOURCE: Project Officer
1997 15 18
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION:
Eco-business organizetions 1998 5 12
implementing environmentally
friendly activities 1999 25 210
2000 30
COMMENTS: Basdineis 1992
2001 35
2002 40

2003 50
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Strategic Objective 2.1: Increased Better-Informed Citizen’s Participation in Palitical and
Economic Decison M aking (118-021-01)

Self Assessment: All activities are either on track or exceeding expectations.

SO Summary: This objective directly supports Embassy/Moscow’ s goal of Democracy and the
U.S. nationd interest of nationa security, as defined in the U.S. Embassy’ s Mission Performance
Plan for 1999. Specificdly, the activities under this objective support participatory civil society,
which contributes towards Russa s democratic trangtion.

Activitiesin this drategic objective focus on increasing citizen participation in politica and
economic decison making. To do 0, the mission continuesits support in three criticd aress:
free and fair dections, independent media, and norn-governmental organizations (NGOs).
Programs that support eectora ingtitutions and processes increase Russian citizens belief in the
democratic process and ensure that the adminigtration of dectionsis free and far. Media
programs increase the professionadism and financid sustainability of independent media
Strengthening NGOs dlows civil society to function more effectively. Improvementsin each of
these sectors will increase participation of Russian citizensin dl facets of ther society.

Cusgtomersinclude NGOs, public officias, independent television and radio stations, independent
print media, and politicd parties. Other customersinclude virtudly al Russans who will benefit
from sronger mechaniams for substantive participation in civil society.

Key Results: Key intermediate results (IRs) are: 1) IR 2.1.1: free and fair eections administered
nationaly and locdly; 2) IR 2.1.2.2: more programming produced and broadcast by independent
gationsin theregions; and 3) IR 2.3.3: NGO sector provides an dternative to ballot box for
participating in economic and politica decison making. Solid progress on dl three indicators
contributed to achievement of the strategic objective. Of particular note, the third IR has been
achieved beyond the 2002 target so anew NGO indicator will be established. Also, current
indicators will be refocused to better reflect results in selected USAID target regions, rather than
Russaasawhole.

The Mission will incorporate recommendations from the February 2000 evauation of the
Mission’s 24 partnership programs under this strategic objective to improve results by
identifying partnerships with grestest impact that are most likely to be sustainable.

Performance and Prospects. Prospects for continued results achievement through FY 2002
will critically depend upon palitica gability in Russaaswell as continued U.S. government
financid support for these efforts. Progress so far is positive, meeting or exceeding dl targets.
Specificaly, inthe area of free and fair eections under IR 2.1.1, international monitors declared
the December 1999 Duma elections free of systematic fraud and vote manipulation. During the
election, the Six parties that won seats in the Dumareceived 81 percent of the vote. In the last
racein 1995, dmost haf of the votes cast were for parties who did not clear the five percent
barrier and were unable to enter the Duma. Therefore, Russia s Dumatoday is more
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representative of the people’ swill. We will continue to assess the freeness and fairness of
Russan dections.

To support these free and fair elections, USAID grantees bolstered domestic el ection observation
efforts. Amendments in the summer of 1999 to the Voting Rights Law restricted direct assstance
to political parties during the Duma and presidentiad campaign period. Hence, USAID focused
on poll watchers by training over 1,000 politica party election observers. Thistraining increased
theleve of trugt in the legitimacy, fairness and openness of dections. In addition, aUSAID
grantee facilitated the cregtion of a Codition of Civic Organizationsin Defense of Voters

Rights. This cadition has nationd representation and focused on informing voters and training
domestic eection monitors for the presidentia eections. The codition dso has podt-dectora
plans to conduct civic education programs and defend voters rights. Finaly, USAID grantees
trained over 500 regiond media professionas from more than 40 oblagtsin internationd
professond ethica practices for balanced media coverage of the dections. Even after the
Presidentia eection, USAID will continue to boost civic participation in the democratic process.

Additiondly in the dectord area, USAID intengfied itsinditutiona support development of the
Ingtitute for Electord Systems Development (IESD), which isaRussan NGO. By July 2000,
IESD is expected to strengthen free and fair eectora processes in Russawithout USAID
funding. Also, USAID made significant progressin the indtitutional development of the
Moscow School of Palitica Studies (MSPS) which trains young regiona legidators and leaders
in the principles of a democratic society. MSPS now has amulti-year strategic plan and isno
longer living seminar to seminar.

The media sector witnessed significant achievements during 1999, as captured by IR 2.1.2.2.
The share of viewersin Russd s regions weatching privete televison gations, thereby gaining
exposure to avariety of viewpoints not generadly available on State televison, jumped from zero
in early 1991 to 25 percent by 1997 and 42 percent by 1999, exceeding anticipated targets.
Special USAID pogt-criss assistance helped non-state media entities recover from sharp dropsin
advertising revenues while cregting severd bregkthrough initiatives. Televison sationswith
modern computerized newsroom operations jumped from 3 in early 1999 to over 100. Inthe
medium-term, USAID will focus more heavily on ensuring that Internews/Russia and the

Nationd Press Ingtitute, both local organizations, are able to directly deliver media assistance
without channdling funds through U.S. grantees.

Despite strong media achievements, 1999 also witnessed the aggravation of severd disturbing
trends that profoundly thresten the future of Russid s still embryonic free press. State authorities
a dl levds aswdl as powerful oligarchs sgnificantly expanded ther influence over the media
through increased controls, subsidies and ownership. This accelerated a damaging tendency to
replace professond journdism with partisan coverage, muddinging and public relations.

In NGO strengthening under IR 2.1.3, USAID continued to provide alternatives for participating
in economic and politica decison-making. Since 1992, USAID has supported the Russan NGO
sector.  Currently, USAID provides support to 5,000 NGOs in over two-thirds of Russid's
territory through 48 Russian NGO resource centersin 37 regions. Increased interaction between
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NGOs and loca government occurred throughout Russia as a result of Mission programs.
Activigs from USAID-asssted NGOs spoke at public hearings or provided expert commentaries
on legidative or policy issues a least 181 timesin 1999. Asa specific example, in 1999 an

NGO resource center in Stavropol conducted research on issues of concern for young people and
the local administration agreed to incorporate the findings into its youth policy. In the future, we
will continue working with grassroots NGOs in the regions through NGO resource centers.

Another important initiative for USAID’s NGO program in 1999 was ass stance to women's
crisgs centers. Small grants averaging $5,000 each enabled crisis centers to add more hot lines
for calsfrom victims of domestic violence, improve their services, and increase their hours of
operation. The Association of Crisis Centers was officidly formed in the fall 1999,
srengthening the movement of activists working in the area of domestic violence. Future efforts
will continue to focus on grant-meaking while adding training for the Center’ s Saff.

Progress aso exceeded expectations under the Misson’s partnership project. Twenty-four U.S.--
Russian partnerships implemented effective projects throughout Russia. Targeted sectors for the
partnership grants were dightly modified to reflect recent changes in Misson priorities amed a
the support of socid sector reform. Focus shifted toward programs that benefit such sectors as
domestic violence, youth socia services, and socid safety network programs. One sgnificant
result was the partnership between Perspectiva, All-Russia Society of the Disabled, and the
World Indtitute on Disability. Forty-six disabled youth activigts, three times as many as planned,
and numerous volunteers in saven Russan cities implemented an active disabled youth program.
The activists conducted disability avareness workshops for 10,451 school children from 76
schools.  Another partnership between Human Soul House and Fountain House strengthened the
Russan network of clubhouses serving the mentally ill.

Possible Adjustment to Plans: USAID will conduct an assessment of its political process
programsto plan follow-on activities.

Other Donor Programs: USAID isthe sole provider of eection systems development
assistance. USAID coordinated closely with other donors and the Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe in preparation for the Duma and Presidentid eections. USAID dso
coordinated closdly with severa donors on funding for the MSPS. A media donor’s forum
coordinates programs to assist the independent media, particularly the nearly $30 million
combined effort to help the media recover from the economic criss. An NGO donorsforum
meets quarterly and exchanges information through an active list serv. Other donorsin the NGO
sector include the European Union, Canadian Cooperation Program, the Mott Foundation, the
MacArthur Foundation, the Ford Foundation, and Soros Foundation.

Major Contractorsand Grantees. Mgor contractors and grantees include: World Learning,
American Center for International Labor Solidarity, and the Internationd Research and
Exchanges Board for NGO support; the International Republican Ingtitute, the Nationa
Democratic Indtitute and the International Foundation for Electoral Systems for political
processes, Internews for media; and the Eurasia Foundation for grants to Russian organizations.
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Data Tables

SO 2.1 Increased, Better Informed Citizens Participation in Political and Economic

Decision-Making

OBJECTIVE: SO 2.1 Increased, Better Informed Citizens Participation in Political and

Economic Decison-Making
OBJECTIVE ID: 118-021-01
APPROVED: 5/99

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 2.1.1 Free and Fair Elections Administered Nationally and Locally

INDICATOR: Paticipation in nationa and loca dectionsis certified free and fair by

observers

UNIT OF MEASURE: Yesno

SOURCE: Internationd Foundation for
Electord Systems

INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION:
Internationd observers certify dections
to be generdly free of systemic fraud
and vote manipulation

COMMENTS: Basdlineis 1995.

YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
1995 (B) 0

1999 yes yes

2000 yes

2001 yes

2002 yes

2003 TBD




OBJECTIVE: SO 2.1 Increased, Better Informed Citizens Participation in Political and

Economic Decison Making
OBJECTIVE ID: 118-021-01
APPROVED: 5/99

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 2.1.2.2 More programming produced and broadcast by independent

gationsin the regions

INDICATOR: Regiond independent TV stations are the primary source of loca news for

viewers
UNIT OF MEASURE: Percentageof  |YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
viewership watching nonsaeregiond
TV 1991 (B) 0
1996 12% 12%
SOURCE: Averaged among mgor 1997 15% 25%
media ratings services, including 3 5
Mediamar; Nezavismiye Media 1998 3% 40%
Izmereniya, December 1998, published  [1999 40% 42%
by Agenstvo Isdedovany Sotsumal 5
Teeradioveschaniya 2000 45%
2001 50%
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION:
Averaged regiond rating of non-state
broadcasters (without NTV) in principd
regionad TV markets. If the nationa
private network NTV isincluded, non
date TV ratings share increases by
approximately 20%.
COMMENTS: Targets ("Planned")
2002 50%
2003 TBD
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OBJECTIVE: SO 2.1 Increased, Better Informed Citizens Participation in Political and
Economic Decison-Making

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-021-01

APPROVED: 5/99 COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 2.1.3 NGO Sector Provides Alternative to Ballot Box for
Participating in Economic and Political Decison Making

INDICATOR: Increase in interaction between NGOs and loca government

UNIT OF MEASURE: Number of |YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
cties 1994 (B) 0
1996 5 6
SOURCE: Reportsfrom
implementers 1997 10 18
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: 1998 20 22
Citiesin target regions have
mechanisms for NGO interaction 1999 25 48
with locd governmentsin use 2000 35
2001 40
COMMENTS: USAID/Russahas 2002 50
achieved the target of having
mechanisms for government-NGO 2003 TBD

interaction in dl target cities. Next
year, anew indicator will be
proposed.
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Strategic Objective 2.2: Strengthened Rule of Law and Respect for Human Rights (118-
022-01)

Self -Assessment: Performance under this Strategic objective is on track.

Summary: This objective directly supports Embassy/Moscow’ s goa of Democracy and the U.S.
nationd interest of nationa security, as defined in the Embassy’ s Mission Performance Plan for
1999. Specificdly, the activities under this objective hdp strengthen democratic ingtitutions and
vauesin Russa

USAID has funded rule-of-law work since 1993. Since 1987, Russia has progressed towards
democracy, and the Russan Government has shown a commitment to rule-of-law and respect for
human rights. However, many impediments to rule-of-law exigt, which include: the lack of
economic resources,; the absence of strong government mechanisms for enforcement of the law;
widespread corruption; and the relative weakness of the judiciary vis-a-vis other branches of
government. To addressthis Stuation, USAID’s program focuses on improving the
implementation and enforcement of laws through strengthening the judiciary and Balliffs

Service, improving the competence and availability of legal counsd, and establishing an

effective system of monitoring of violations of human rights. USAID aso supports pilot projects
to promote NGO work with local government to address corruption issues.

Our customers under this Strategic objective include judges, balliffs, and human rights activigts.
The entire Russian population and foreign investors will benefit from strengthening rule of law.

Key Results: Significant progress has been made towards the achievement of the key results.
These key resultsare: 1) IR 2.2.2: judicid decisons are uniform, predictable and made without
deay; 2) IR 2.2.1.2: Judicid Department functions as intended by legidation; 3) IR 2.2.4:
presence of enforcement service induces better execution of civil judgments; and 4) IR 2.2.5:
effective advocacy for adherence to international human rights commitments incressed.

The wording for IR 2.2.4 was dightly modified this year because no statistics are available for
the old indicator on the overdl number of judgements both voluntarily complied with and
enforced by balliffs. The new indicator is the percentage of the overdl vaue of the judgements
executed by the Service.

Performance and Prospects. Current performanceis meeting al targets. Performance through
2002 is expected to continue on track. Specificdly, under IR 2.2.2, an annua survey of
commercid lawyersthat participated in continuing legd education (CLE) seminarsin 1999
illustrated that judicid decisions are becoming more uniform, predictable and timely. The

overal score given by the lawyers participating in the survey to measure the effectiveness of the
Commercia Courtsincreased by gpproximately 20 percent in 1999. The trend described by the
target should continue as judicid reform remains a key issue for the donors and the investment
community.



USAID was part of the overdl processin Russato promote judicia reform in 1999. USAID
assistance focussed on two court systems, the Commercid Courts and the Courts of Generd
Jurigdiction. We funded activities for both courts to: strengthen their capacity to train judgesin
Russian law; develop reference materia; and improve information technology. Complementing
this effort, over 1,300 judges and court adminigtrators in both court systems participated in
programs on improving judicid understanding of law, court administration, and continuing
judicid education during the past 1.5 years. USAID aso increased awareness of judicid ethics
among key judges in both court systems during last year, and developed modds and best
practices for judicid ethics, sdlection and evauation of judges, and judicid discipline. One
upcoming activity is assstance to the new Academy of Judtice, which will provide professiond
training to judgesin both court systems, on generd curriculum development, training materia
design, and training of staff in modern pedagogica techniques.

IR 2.2.1.2 illudtrates that the Judicid Department is growing stronger and more independent.
This performance should be repeated in coming years. Established in 1998, the Judicid
Department of the Russian Supreme Court administers the Courts of Generd Jurisdiction and
issues the judiciary’ s budget request. The Judicid Department played a critica role in securing
anincreased leve of financing for the courts in the 2000 budget. In this overdl area, USAID
activities during 1999 included support for the design of a court automation master plan and a
planned manua for court adminigtrators from the Judicid Department. USAID aso funded the
firgt nationwide conference on judicid adminigtration which brought together approximately 300
court adminigtrators from the Judiciad Department and key judges from the Courts of Generd
Jurisdiction aswell as representatives from the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts and the
U.S. Judicid Conference. In the future, the U.S. Federa Judiciary will continue to play a crucia
role in the development of an independent judiciary in Russa

IR 2.2.4 digplays a subgtantive increase, exceeding the target, in the percentage of the overal
vaue of the Bailiffs Service casdload that was executed. USAID continued to assist the Russian
Balliffs Sarvice by developing materias for and providing training to Russian bailiffs. Six
seminars for bailiffs were held in six regions on topics such as tracing of assets, complaints
againg bailiffs, and enforcement procedure expenses. A U.S. study tour, which included six key
representatives from the Balliffs Service, focused on improving financid investigations,

including investigative methods, record-keeping, and privacy issues.  In addition, a
comprehensive procedural manua covering enforcement of judgements for the Balliffs Service
was published in early 2000. During the next reporting period, increased focus will be placed on
grengthening the capacity of the Bailiffs Service for training Bailiffs without externd assstance.

Complementing our work with court systems and bailiffs, USAID fostered clinica legd
education programs, practice-based teaching methods, and CLE for commercid lawyers by
helping create nine legal clinicsto date. In May 1999, a CLE conference brought together over
120 clinical legd educators from across the country. USAID aso continued to sponsor a CLE
program on commercid law topicsin Moscow and workshops on commercid law and law firm
management for young legal professondsin at least eight Russian cities. Both the lectures and
workshops rdy dmogt exclusvely on Russian expert lawyers.  Over the long-term, USAID will
continue to work on inditutiondizing the offering of CLE courses by a Russian entity.
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Of specid note, USAID reached out to over 2,000 Russians through awomen's outreach
program with a series of seminars across the Russian Federation on legdl issues affecting

women. Participantsincluded prosecutors, judges, police and lawyers. In addition, seminars and
roundtables for NGOs, lawyers, and activists, focused on finding lega solutions for domestic
violence and combating trafficking of Russan women. These activities are coordinated with the
Misson's domestic violence work under Strategic Objective 2.1.

In the area of human rights expressed by IR 2.2.5, USAID contributed to increasing the number
of human rights NGOs professonaly monitoring and documenting humean rights violaions.

Thirty more regions, for atotal of 60 regions, now have NGOs monitoring and contributing to
Moscow Helsinki Group’s human rights report. Reports on the human rights Situation in 30
regions of the Russan Federation, as well as a country-wide report, were completed and
published in both Russian and English in September 1999. This report is used by Russan human
rights NGOs to work with the Government to improve the human rights Situation. The human
rights NGO network should expand further this year to cover dl of Russid s 89 regions, which
would result in increased support for adherence to internationa human rights commitments.

Additiondly, as civil society has grown in Russia, the number of organizations interested in

human rights hasincreased. Unfortunatdly, there has been alack of coordination between these
human rights groups. 1n 1999, USAID continued its efforts to address this issue, providing
technical assstance and indtitutional development support to the Sakharov Center. The
“Common Cause’ group, consisting of the directors of numerous Russian human rights and other
NGOs, now mests at the Center monthly to discuss the current human rights Situation, coordinate
activities, and hold press-conferences. Asaresult of USAID’ sfocus on the ingtitutiona
development of the Sakharov Center, the Center is now more sustainable.

Possible adjustments to plans: Additiond work in the anti-corruption involving corporate
governance and the lega and regulatory framework for business and investment is planned.

Other donor programs. Overdl, USAID’s rule-of-law work is conducted in close coordination
with other U.S. Government agencies, which support crimind law reform and improved law
enforcement. USAID continued its cooperation with other donors, including quarterly meetings
onrule-of-law in Russa. Clinicd Legd Education is gaining interest with donors, such asthe
Ford Foundation, Open Society Ingtitute, and others. The British Know-How Fund continued its
program to support the Judicial Department and the newly created Judicial Academy. The U.S.
Government, through USAID and the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ), was the mogt active
donor working with the Russan judiciary in 1999. The DOJ conducts programs on crimind law,
corruption and law enforcement issues for Russian prosecutors, various law enforcement

officids, and some judges.

Major Contractorsand Grantees. They indude the Nationd Judicid College/lChemonicsin
judicid reform; Inditutional Reform in the Informal Sector for judgement enforcement;
Moscow-Helsinki Group and the Sakharov Center for human rights.



OBJECTIVE: Strengthened Rule of Law and Respect for Human Rights

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-022-01
APPROVED: 5/99

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR2.2.2 Judiciad Decisons Are Uniform, Predictable and Made Without

Delay

INDICATOR: Survey results on uniformity, predictability and fairness of commercid court
decisons

UNIT OF MEASURE: Uniformity, YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
predictability and fairness of commercia

court decisons 1998 (B) 2.3 2.4
SOURCE: ABA/ CEEL 1 annud survey 1999 2.4 3.0
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: 2000 2.4

Results of survey are shownon al-4

scale, with 4 representing excdllent and 1 2001 2.6

poor performance

COMMENTS: ABA/CEELI conducted
the evduation for the firg time in late
1998. The survey of 1999 was conducted
on abigger scdethanin 1998. The
evauation of 1999 is based on evauations
given by over two hundred lawyersin
severd Russan cities.

Although avery limited number of

lawyers participated in this survey, it is
dill the most reliable source of

information for USAID on the functioning
of the commercia courts.

No other sources available




OBJECTIVE: Strengthened Rule of Law and Respect for Human Rights

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-022-01
APPROVED: 5/99

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 2.2.1.2 Judicid Department Functions As Intended By Legidation

INDICATOR: Judicia department formulates the annual budget of the courts of generd

jurisdiction
UNIT OF MEASURE: Yes/No YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
SOURCE: Judicia department 1997 (B) No No
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: 1998 No No
COMMENTS: 1999 Yes Yes
2000 Yes
2001 Yes
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OBJECTIVE: Strengthened Rule of Law and Respect for Human Rights

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-022-01
APPROVED: 5/99

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 2.2.4 Presence of Enforcement Service Induces Better Execution of

Civil Judgments

INDICATOR: Percentage of overdl vaue of Bailiffs Service civil judgments casdoad that

is executed

UNIT OF MEASURE: Overdl vadue of
Balliffs Service civil judgements
caseload (percent)

SOURCE: Officid daigtics of the
Minigry of Judtice

INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION:

YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
1997 (B) 30% 30%
1998 40% 54%
1999 50% 60%
2000 60%

2001 70%

COMMENTS: Last year'sindicator
"Percentage of cvil judgements fully
executed" has been changed this year
to "Percentage of overdl vaue of
Balliffs Service civil judgements
casdload that is executed” in order to
better measure the effectiveness of the
Bailiffs Service.




OBJECTIVE: Strengthened Rule of Law and Respect for Human Rights
OBJECTIVE ID: 118-022-01
APPROVED: 5/99 COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 2.2.5 Effective Advocacy for Adherence to International Human Rights
Commitments Increased

INDICATOR: Number of regions with human rights monitors trained increases

UNIT OF MEASURE: Number of YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
regions with humean rights monitors
trained and active in monitoring and 1998 (B) 30 30
reporting on human rights violaions 1999 60 60
SOURCE: Moscow Helsinki Group 2000 70

2001 80
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: Only
independent (non-government) monitors [ o002 80

are consdered

COMMENTS: Once the human rights
monitoring network is functioning and
monitors are trained and become more
active and effective, the number of
human rights violations reported may
increase.
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SO 3.2 Improved Effectiveness of Selected Social Benefits and Services (118-032-01)
Self Assessment: Strategic Objective 3.2 ison track.

Summary: This strategic objective supports Embassy/Moscow’ s gods of Hedlth and Population
and the U.S. national interest in Globa 1ssues, as defined in Embassy/Maoscow’s Mission
Performance Plan for 1999. Regarding the latter, the activities under this objective strengthen
both population and health benefits and services, thereby helping decrease the spread of disease
within Russiaand across internationa borders.

Ten percent of the Russian population was determined to be poor in 1991. By 1995 dmost one
out of every three personsin Russawas poor. As hedth and living conditions deteriorate,
Russians may resist the demands impaosed by economic and palitica trangtion, thus dowing
reform. Hence, USAID/Russa seeks to improve selected socia benefits and servicesthrough
focused improvements in the hedlth and urban devel opment sectorsin key regions.

In these sectors, USAID pursues three mgor results necessary to achieve the strategic objective.
Under IR 3.2.1, “new approaches to service ddivery adopted,” programs on women and infant
hedlth, quaity assurance, and community-based primary health care partnerships seek to
edtablish innovative, cogt-effective, and evidence-based qudity service ddivery, including an
increased use of community-based approaches to hedth care and individuas' lifestyle
improvements. IR 3.2.2, “improved responsesto infectious disease,” captures the outcomes of
activitiesin tuberculoss (TB) prevention and control, and HIV/AIDSSTI prevention. USAID
also works more broadly toward IR 3.2.3, “improved cost recovery/equity in socia service
delivery.” Lessons learned from higtorica programs in housing reform, breakthroughs in means-
tegting of subsdies, and municipa finance reforms al contribute to activities which seek to
increase the ability of locd Russian governments to direct limited resources to the truly needy.

Our customers are Russians who deserve better quality health services, women of reproductive
age who seek better outcomes for their pregnancies, newborns deserving of a hedthy sart, young
people who need information and services to develop hedlthy lifestyles, tuberculoss patients
whose cure can safeguard themsdlves and their communities, and poor familiesin Russa closed
out of present benefit systems. Non-governmenta organizations (NGOs), socid service and
hedlth professionals, and local decision-makers serving these customers aso benefit from

training and technica assstance that help them work better.

Key Results: While results have been positive during the past year, the current set of indicators
does not adequately capture dl activities. Our increased emphasis on infectious diseases and
new emphases on materna and infant health, primary hedth care partnerships, orphans, and
amdl dities have not figured in past indicators. Also, the scope of various intermediate results is
not captured by the present system of indicators. Hence, new indicators will be proposed before
submission of the next R4. However, for purposes of consstency with last year’s R4, the
narrative under “ Performance and Prospects’ will only address the same three indicators as last
year, which do not entirely encompass the three primary intermediate results described above.
Theseindicatorsare: 1) SO 3.2 (1) : decreasein abortion rates grester than national average, 2)
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IR 3.2.1: family planning clinics promoting modern methods of contraception are operationd;
and 3) SO 3.2 (2): Expangion of quality socid safety net programs outside housing sector.

Performance and Prospects. Overal performance is expected to meet or exceed targets through
FY 2002. More specificaly, under SO 3.2 (1) regarding abortion rates, early 1999 saw the
completion of the highly successful Women's Reproductive Hedth Project (WRHP), which
increased access to modern family planning services and information in 14 oblagts. Preiminary
findings from the pog-intervention survey of 6,000 women show that the difference in abortion
levels between project and control Sites grew over time, with ratesfaling in the former and
remaining relatively congtant in the latter. Nevertheless, comparisons between pilot and nationa
rates have not been asimpressive as they were prior to the August 1998 economic crisis. A
WRHP survey reveded that more than haf of women who underwent abortion during this period
cited the crissasacause.

Theindicatorsfor IR 3.2.1 may be changed next year as they only capture one impact of the
Misson's new Women and Infant Hedlth (WIN) Strategy. Thisimpact isthe number of family
planning dinics offering family planning counseling and choice of contraceptives. The target of
48 was fully met in 1999. However, despite such encouraging progress, maternd and infant
mortdity ratesin Russa continue to range from two to ten times higher then in other
indugtridized countries. USAID launched the WIN strategy in 1999 in Novgorod and Perm to
reduce materna and infant morbidity and mortality by improving the effectiveness of women
and infant hedth services, induding family planning and reproductive hedth. The creetion of
Executive and Technica Advisory Groups will help ensure the indtitutiondization and
sugtainability of the new guidelines and protocols to be developed under WIN. A facility-based
survey will provide indghts on the knowledge, attitudes, and practices of service providersto
shape training interventions and assess program impact.

Other hedlth activitiesin tuberculogs (TB) and HIV/AIDS, not captured in the two hedth
indicators above, form an important part of the USAID portfolio. Thisyear USAID launched the
U.S. Government 1999-2002 TB Strategy for Russia. The drategy is being implemented by the
U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), the World Health Organization (WHO),
and the International Federation of the Red Cross (IFRC) in Ordl and lIvanovo with planned
expangon into Vladimir. Survey research on the reasons for non-compliance with treetment are
informing work in both gtes, and training, laboratory and pharmaceutical needs have been
identified. USAID’sHIV/AIDS Prevention strategy made sgnificant progress during the past
year. Two partnerships established between three U.S. NGOs and four Russian organizations
developed and digtributed educationa materials and adapted peer education approaches. A rock
concert targeting youth commemorated World AIDS Day on December 1, drawing 3,000 young
people to hear hot Russian rock bands provide safe sex and anti- drug messages between sets.
Live footage aired nationdly, reaching an estimated 40 million young Russans

Asthe principa bilateral donor in the area of infectious disease, USAID is aso developing

modesin TB and HIV/AIDS to be used in the design of an upcoming World Bank |oan,
estimated a $150 million. The loan has taken over ayear longer than originaly expected, thus
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limiting USAID ahility to leverage our assstance in the near future. A March 2000 assessment
of USAID’sHIV/AIDS prevention activities will inform the strategy for the period 2001-2003.

Also of note, USAID’ s new Assgtance to Russan Orphans (ARO) activity, initiated last year in
Novgorod, Samara, and the Russia Far Eagt, gives grants to NGOs to provide community-based
services that will support families with respite services, physicd therapy programs, and other
gpproaches to encourage them to keep their children, including disabled children, at home.
Education to reduce abandonment of infants dso will be provided to maternity staff.

Moving beyond hedlth, USAID refined SO 3.2 (2)' sindicator to reflect the broader set of options
available to regions trying to improve socid service ddivery regarding socid safety net

programs. The basdine value of zeroisfor 1999. An activity to Improve Socid Services
Deivery Systems (1SSDS) launched in November 1999 received regiond government support
and cooperation in four pilot Sites (Arzamas, Tomsk, Novgorod and Perm). ISSDS will 1)
provide locd governments with organizationd and financid management sKills, 2) advance the
adoption of legd and adminidrative reform in socid service ddivery; 3) promote public-private
participation; and, 4) enable local officids to introduce better targeted socid programs.

Legiddive redrictions continue to effect program implementation. Funding condraintsin the

FY 2000 budget have visbly dowed work in severa programs, precluded making needed
additions to programs (e.g., HIV/AIDS, WIN and TB). Funding congraints have aso delayed the
development of asmal cities initiative focused on the large percentage of the Russian population
(at least 40 percent) living in areas where investment potential and present local revenues range
from very low to nil.

Possible Adjustment to Plans: Lower annud budgets will continue to dow activity, while the
Presdentia eectionsin March 2000 may change the politica landscape. Also of concernisthe
dow pace of development of the World Bank |oan for HIV/AIDS and TB.

Other Donor Programs: Women and infant health, quaity assurance activities, and primary
hedlth care partnerships have been linked with other Mission activities such as domestic
violence. Monthly participation in WHO Health Meetings promotes donor coordination. The
Open Society Ingtitute’s (OSl) funding has assisted the WIN and HIV/AIDS strategies.
UNAIDS provided support for the World AIDS Day Concert, as did Medecins Sans Frontiers.
U.S. Government agencies under the Binationa Commission contribute further to this Objective.
On the urban side, on-going linkages between USAID and the World Bank, OSl, and regiona
Russian associations continue in the areas of socid sector trangition, loca finance and
government, and smdll cities. Other donors, including UNICEF and the World Bank,
acknowledge USAID’ s leadership in addressing Russian orphans.

Major Contractorsand Grantees. USAID’smgor contractors and grantees include: the
American Internationa Health Alliance for partnerships, WHO and CDC on TB; Population
Services Internationad on HIV/AIDS; Holt Internationa Children’s Services and Mercy Corps
International for ARO; and the Ingtitute for Urban Economics and the Urban Ingtitute on socia
subsdies.
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Data Tables

SO 3.2 Improved Effectiveness of Selected Social Benefits and Services (118-032-01)

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-032-01
APPROVED: 5/99

OBJECTIVE: SO 3.2 Improved Effectiveness of Selected Socia Berefits and Services

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: SO 3.2 Improved Effectiveness of Selected Socid Benefits and Services

INDICATOR: Decreasein abortion rates greater than the national average in sdected regions

UNIT OF MEASURE: Women of YEAR |PLANNED ACTUAL
reproductive age (ages 15- 49) 1996 (B) 4% project decrease vs.
5% nationa decrease
SOURCE: Minidry of Hedth 1997 9% project decrease |11% project decrease vs.
datigtics (2% morethan 7% nationd decrease
nationdly)
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: 1998 9% project decrease |3% project decrease
Number of abortions per 2000 (2% morethan (range from 9.9% to 3.6%
women of reproductive age nationa trend of 7% |decrease with one project
annual decrease) Ste showing increase of

COMMENTS: Nationd figures for 11%) vs. 6.7% nationd
1999 not yet avalable. The one Site decrease
that shqwed an Increese d'.Spl yeda 1999 5% project decrease | TBD (data available June
dramatic 19.6% decrease in the 2000)
previous year. Thereis anecdotd
evidence that abortionsincreased in 2000 5% project decrease
the last quarter of 1998, following the
economic crisis of August. 2001 5% project decrease

2002 5% project decrease

2003 5% project decrease




OBJECTIVE: SO 3.2 Improved Effectiveness of Sdlected Social Benefits and Services

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-032-01

APPROVED: 5/99 COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: IR 3.2.1 New Approaches to Service Delivery Adopted

INDICATOR: Family Planning Clinics promoting modem methods of contraception are

operational
UNIT OF MEASURE: Family planningdinics  |YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
1995 (B) 0
: : 1996 4 28
SOURCE: Cooperating Agencies
1997 30 36
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: Number of 1998 48 46
family planning dinics offering family planning
counseling and choice of contraceptives 1999 48 48
2000 51
2001 51
COMMENTS: Under the new Women and
Infants hedlth Srategy, additiond family 2002 51
planning clinics may be included, but the
concentration on fewer steswill reduce overdl 2003 TBD

expangon.




OBJECTIVE: SO 3.2 Improved Effectiveness of Sdected Socia Benefits and Services

OBJECTIVE ID: 118-032-01
APPROVED: 5/99

COUNTRY/ORGANIZATION: USAID/Russa

RESULT NAME: SO 3.2 Improved Effectiveness of Selected Socia Benefits and

Services
INDICATOR: Expanson of qudity socid safety net programs throughout Russia outside of
the housing sector
UNIT OF MEASURE: Number of YEAR PLANNED ACTUAL
communities

1999 (B) 0
SOURCE: Ingtitute for Urban 2000 6
Economics reports 2001 15
INDICATOR/DESCRIPTION: 2002 30
Number of communities served as a 2003 40

result of expansion of new methods
(such as meanstedting, etc.) in socid
safety net programs

COMMENTS:




Strategic Objective 4.1: Special Initiatives (118-041-01)
Self -Assessment: Strategic Objective 4.1 ison track.

Summary: The U.S-Russan Investment Fund (TUSRIF) isthe only activity under this Strategic
objective. Thisactivity isnot managed by USAID/Russa However, this activity directly
supports Embassy/Moscow’ s goa of Broad-Based Growth and the U.S. nationa interests of
economic prosperity and nationa security, as defined in the U.S. Embassy’ sMisson
Performance Plan for 1999. Specificdly, the activities under this objective promote Russian
economic recovery and strengthen U.S.-Russian commercid reaions. Asaresult, Russan
gtability should increase, helping to secure U.S. nationd security and economic prosperity.

Key Results: Asapproved by AID/W in spring 1999, the Mission has not developed an
indicator for the Fund.

Performance and Prospects: The Fund works to promote a market economy in Russa by using
USAID resources to establish, restructure, and strengthen private Russian firms. In this effort,
the Fund cooperates with other ingtitutional and strategic investors. In more detail, Snce 1995
the Fund has invested $30 million in 30 companies.  These companies are involved in consumer
goods, telecommunications, media, pharmaceutica didtribution, hedlth care, and forestry. The
Fund aso offerslong-term loan financing to smal business and is now disburaing $2.5 million
monthly in loansto smal busnessesin 16 regionsin Russa. A complementary micro-business
loan program provides funding to businesses requiring $1,000 to $20,000 in financing.
Additiondly, the Fund has a Bank Partner program in which staff at 20 banks are trained in

credit methodology and underwriting

The Fund is now atempting to repogtion itsaf in the Russan market by shifting the focus of its
investments from traditional consumer products and services, food processing, and retailing to
the financid sector. To do o, the Fund is now involved in leasing, auto loans, and resdentid
mortgages. The Fund has set up the first Russian mortgage program in three Stes. A car loan
program will enable entrepreneurs and small businesses to acquire cars. In July 1999, the Fund
established aleasing company which expanded to four Stes severa months later. Over 40
companies have aready used this service. While some aspects of this new strategy are
promising, it must be noted that the development and growth of inditutions in the financid
sector are highly complex investments to monitor.

Trade finance is dso anew areafor the Fund. At the end of September 1999, the Fund had
selected abank partner for its trade financing program which would enable aU.S. company to
sl goods to a Russan company without sufficient loan guarantees.

The Fund recently created a management company, Delta Capital, and plansto market itsdlf
under thistitle. In cooperation with this new company, the Fund may dart a private venture
capita fund in the future. The new private fund would provide financing to awide range of
businesses in Russa and aso provide abasis for the fina phase out of U.S. Government funding
in the future.



Possible Adjustments to Plans: None planned at thistime.

Other Donor Programs: The Fund works with other international donors and other private
equity and venture capital funds. The Fund aso works with private corporaionsin apardle or
partnership fashion to maximize its effectiveness in any given investment area. Co-investors
dready in the portfolio include recognized fortune 500 U.S. firms, aswell aslocaly established
partners. The Fund works effectively with and through approximately 30 loca banking
ingtitutions to disseminate the Fund' s financid sector products.

Major Contractorsand Grantees. TUSRIF
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Strategic Objective 4.2: Cross-Cutting Initiatives (118-042-01)

Self-Assessment: An overal assessment for this strategic objective is not possible due to the
wide array of activities of limited duration and moderate financing under its umbrella

Summary: Misson activities under this strategic objective support other Mission Strategic
objectives. These activities include program and project evaluations, daff sdaries, the Misson's
financid andysis unit, and participant training.  These activities aso include a new round of the
Russialongitudind survey to andyze socia and economic changes.

Mot notably, participant training contributes to the overal successful implementation of other
USAID-funded activities through implementing short-term training programs in the United
States and throughout Russia. This training equips Russian leaders and professonas with skills
needed to guide the trangtion to a free market economy and democratic governance.

Key Results: Activities under Strategic Objective 4.2 are cross-cutting. Hence, no indicators
arerequired.

Performance and Prospects: Accomplishments under the participant training activity are
exceeding expectations.

Participant training covers dl sectors of USAID assistance to Russia and complements activities
implemented by various USAID contractors. Each training course is directly linked to one of the
Mission's drategic objectives. Training programs offered to Russian professionds during the
past year ranged from environment management, hedth education, domestic violence, and
family planning to media, fair dections, rule of law, NGO development, banking and finance and
small business development.

The direct beneficiaries of participant training are Russian public and private sector leaders and
professonds. Since 1997, the inception of this activity, 1,897 Russan professionals participated
in 93 short-term training courses. About 50 percent of the participants were women. 1n 1999,
the overdl number of participants trained was 460, of which at least 50 percent were women.

One example of asuccessful training is the program that provided 13 Russian news directors
from independent regiond televison tations with the opportunity to receive extensve training
in the United States on production and dissemination of objective information through loca
news programs. Upon their return to Russia, the news directors started to organize journaism
workshops in their news departments for their colleagues. Asaresult, the training program
reached more Russians than just the 13 who directly participated in the program.

Possible Adjustmentsto Plans. Budget cuts severdly affected participant training, as indicated
in the Resource Request. Hence, training has been scaed back sgnificantly.

Other Donors: USAID worked with other donors (Canada, Great Britain, France, Japan) on the
implementation of the Presdentid Management Training Initiative (PMTI). Two hundred PMTI
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aumni, who represented a broad spectrum of mid-level managers from the business sector,
participated in the in-country workshops.

Major Contractorsand Grantees. Participant training isimplemented by the Academy for
Educationd Development.
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1. Resour ce Request

During the budget review by the State Department’ s Coordinator for Assistance to the New
Independent States and Europe and Eurasia Bureau Management in January 2000, budget figures
for FY 2000 were findized. Budget figures over the medium-term were not addressed.

However, the Mission's “Country Strategy 1999-2003” indicates that proportional shares of the
budget alocated to key activity areas should remain constant until 2003. These areas encompass
the strategic objectives below.

Strategic Objective 1.3 continues support for small business as a critical foundation for economic
growth. Successful activity implementation and strong loca demand for businessfinancing
means that this strategic objective will remain a centerpiece of our portfolio and receive
ubstantive funding through at least 2002. However, due to budget cuts, the Mission hated plans
to expand micro-credit programs except as part of the Regiond Initidive in Tomsk.

Strategic Objective 1.4’ s emphasis on strengthening economic infrastructure meets akey need in
Russato cregte an attractive invesment environment through establishing a transparent lega

and regulatory framework. Overdl, performance in most areas of the strategic objective has been
as expected and funding levels are expected to remain stable or increase in line with the total
Mission budget. The Mission had planned to work more broadly on fiscal reform, but budget
cuts means that the Mission will ingtead only support a follow-on grant to our successful

program in intergovernmentd fiscd relations. Also, our new start in banking reform was cut by
50 percent, thus decreasing the number of reform-minded banks supported by the Misson.

Strategic Objective 1.6 addresses the need for better environmental management. Thisyear's
new environmenta program conssts of the new FOREST project, which includes forestry,
environmentd training, and smdl grantsin the Russan Far East. Funding cuts reduced the
amount for the FOREST dart in terms of geographic coverage and number of activities. We dso
are continuing our ROLL program to provide funding to Russans to replicate successtul
environmenta projects. Excellent results mandate for continuing and increased funding.

Strategic Objective 2.1 strengthens democracy by promoting citizen participation in politica and
economic decison-making. Emergency assistance to independent media due to the economic
crigsisending, but the importance of this areafor the Mission has not diminished. Misson
support to NGOs as key eements in democracy- building continues through our NGO project.
Due to budget cuts, however, the Mission deferred NGO follow-on programs until mid-FY 2001.
Asaresult, agap in the issuance of sub-grants to Russian entities will occur. Although aso not
funded with this year’ s money because of budget cuts, the Misson’s successful partnership
program continues with previous-year funding. Overal, the importance of this strategic objective
leads usto try to maintain funding levels as much as possible even in tight budget scenarios.

Strategic Objective 2.2 strengthens rule of law in Russiato increase investor confidence. To do
90, the Misson continuesiits anti- corruption efforts through supporting enforcement of
judgments and the development of an anti- corruption activity. The Misson dso remains
engaged in legd and judicid reform and supports human rights. Encouraging performancein
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these areas over the past few years and the absolute necessary of improving rule of law in Russa
is reflected in continued funding for this Strategic Objective.

Strategic Objective 3.2 ensures local leve support for Russia s palitical and economic trangition.
High profile activities such as infectious diseases, including HIVV/AIDS and TB prevention,
women and infant health, and orphan support continue. Hedlth community partnerships and fast
and effective energy efficiency programs aso are important in our socid service program. Solid
results in these areas as well as Congressona earmarks ensures high funding levels.

Strategic Objectives 4.1 and 4.2 cover awide range of activities. The only activity under SO 4.1
isthe Russan- American Investment Fund, which is not managed by the Mission. Strategic
Objective 4.2 conssts of short-term projects including project evauations, data collection and
surveys, participant training, and the Eurasia Foundation. Participant training suffered from

budget cutsin FY 2000, thus reducing the number of Russians sent to the United States.

The strategic objectives above require adequate operating expenses and staffing to ensure
effective use of the program budget. In this connection, the tables for operating expenses and
gaffing requirements reflect minimum needs to implement the activities presented in this R4.

A sgnificant number of Mission activities have pipeines that are less than 12 months or greater
than 24 months as of September 1999. Severd activities have pipdines of less than 12 months.
They will recaive funding through extensons thisyear. They include: Business Support
Ingtitutional Network Strengthening; Ingtitutiona Strengthening under the Gaidar Foundation;
Internationa Accounting Standards; Financia Monetary System; Political Processes; Electord
Law Support; Broadcast Media; Labor Unions; NGO Sector; Judiciad Support; Legal Reform;
Sakharov Center; National Press Indtitute; Human Rights, Hedlth Quality Assurance Treatment;
and Training for Development.

Other activities that have less than 12 months of funding will receive incrementa funding. They
are: Business Practices; Training for Managers, Business Education; Land and Red Edtate
Market/CA; Energy Efficiency in Samara; the Alaska Sakhdin Working Group; Ingtitutiona
Strengthening under the Moscow Public Science Foundation; and Assistance to Russian
Orphans.

Thefind group of activities that have less than 12 months of funding remaining will finish this
year. In some cases, aso, activities are ending, but upcoming competitions for smilar activities
will soon occur. These activitiesinclude: Business Outreach Program, Microcredit in
Khabarovsk, Tech-Based Business Development in Samara, the ABC Samara activity, Saratov
Eurasa Fund, Agribusiness Connections, Ingtitutiona Support for Housing, Housing Mortgege
Lending, Real Edtate Reform, Red Estate Housing Devel opment, Land and Red Estate Market
in Samara; REPAIS; Tax Reform; Targeted Grants Program; Eco-Business, Replication of
Lessons Learned Project; Women's Consortium; and Eurasa NGO Grants.
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Mission activities that have more than 24 months of funding were fully funded as of September
1999. These activities include Microcredit in Novgorod and V oronezh, and Partnerships under
the SPAN program.

A number of unique eventsin FY 2000 caused variances of plus or minusfive percent in some
object classes of the Mission's R4 budget for FY 2001 and FY 2002. These eventsincluded
funding of costs related to the Y 2K evacuation, an increase to the Loca Compensation Plan,
changesin the Agency's palicy on forward funding, and joining the Embassy's housing poal. In
addition to these one-time events, reasons for variances of plus or minus five percent are due to
normal changes in gaff rotations (for object class 22), decreased staff travel (for object class 21),
and anticipated replacement of equipment and supplies (for object classes 26 and 31).
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V. Supplemental I nformation Annexes

A. Environmental Impact

As currently planned, the Mission will conduct an Initid Environmental Examination (IEE) of its
new FOREST Project under Strategic Objective 1.6. If necessary, afull environmental
assessment may be completed.

All current activities should be in compliance with their corresponding | EEs and Environmenta
Aseesaments. The Misson’s new environmentd officer will ensure that this complianceis
current.

Mission gtaff will receive detailed training on 22 CFR 216 from the Europe and Eurasia Bureau
Environmenta Officer during FY Q0.



B. Resaults Framework

SO 1.3 Accelerated development and growth of private enterprises

IR 1.3.1 Pdlicies, legidation and regulations conducive to broad based competition
and private sector growth adopted

IR 1.32 Successful models of private ownership and modern management widdy
replicated

IR 133 Sudanable network of busness support inditutions rendering services to
entrepreneurs and enterprises

IR 134 Successful models of private ownership and modern management widey
replicated (same result statement as IR 1.3.s, but indicator is different)

SO 1.4 Improved economic infrastructureto support market-oriented growth
IR 1.4.1 Tax system fair and efficient

IR 1.4.2 Legd and regulatory framework for the financia sector established and
strengthened

IR 1.4.3 International accounting standards will properly match revenues and expenses
to improve existing operations and will make financia reporting trangparent to
domestic and internationd investors

R 1.4.4 Economic think tanks analytica and policy advice capabilities strengthened to
support sound policy formulation

SO 1.6 Increased environmental management capacity to support sustainable economic
growth
IR 1.6.1 Increased capacity to deal with environmentd pollution
IR 1.6.2 Improved management of natural resources and biodiversity protection
IR 1.6.3 Improved economic mechanisms for natura resources management and
environmenta protection

SO 2.1 Increased, better informed citizens participation in political and economic
decision-making
IR2.1.1 Freeand far eections administered nationaly and locally

IR 2.1.2 Increased public access to information which is needed for informed political
and economic choices

IR 2.1.3 NGO sector provides dternative to balot box for participating in economic
and political decison making

SO 2.2 Strengthened rule of law and respect for human rights
IR 2.2.1 Independent Russian judiciary

IR 2.2.2 Judicid decisons are uniform, predictable, gpplied equaly and made without
dday

IR 2.2.3 Competent counsel avallablein Russa
IR 2.2.4 Presence of enforcement service induces better execution of civil judgments

IR 2.2.5 Effective advocacy for adherence to international human rights commitments
increased



SO 3.2 Improved effectiveness of selected social benefits and services
IR 3.2.1 New approaches to service ddlivery adopted
IR 3.2.2 Improved responses to infectious disease
IR 3.2.3 Improved cost recovery/equity in socia service ddivery

SO 4.1 Special initiatives

SO 4.2 Cross-cutting initiatives



C. Global Climate Change Narrative
Reducing The Negative Impacts Of Globa Climate Change inFY 99

In response to USAID’ s overdl commitmentsin the area of globd climate change,
USAID/Russaimplements a comprehensive climate change program to preserve and expand
Russid s globaly important carbon sink. This program builds upon our successful natura
resources and biodiversty program implemented in the Russian Far East Snce 1993. Inthe
forestry sector, programs focus on forest fire prevention, pest control, reforestation, and forestry
policy. In protected areas management, the primary focus is on protecting and expanding
Russid s nature reserves through the introduction of innovative financing mechanisms, induding
environmenta education and eco-tourism programs.  Findly, to support the sustainable use of
non-timber and timber products, USAID implements an eco-business program, which generates
employment in the region, while dso improving the sustainable use of harvested natura
resources.

Mg or accomplishments during the past year include the following:

=  USAID’s comprehensive reforestation program in Khabarovsk Krai is now being used as the
model for artificid reforestation in severd regionsin the Russan Far East. The origind
greenhouse complexes produced 2.5 million seedlings in 1999, compared to the 6,500
produced before the program was initiated. The seedlings are of crucia importance to
replant vast areas, which were destroyed, and until now, could not be reforested with
vauable coniferous species.  In 1999, this successful program was replicated in three other
Far Eagtern regions and resulted in the production of an additiona 750,000 seedlings.

= With USAID support, the regiond forestry service and government administration in
Khabarovsk Kra drafted and held public review of the country’ sfirst regional forestry code.
The code was officialy gpproved by the Kra Duma and implementing legidation is under
development. Implementing regulations are now being developed. During the past yesr,
regiond forestry codes have been developed for two additional regions, including
Amurskaya Oblast and Krasnoyarski Kral in Sberia. These regional forest codes clarify the
division of authorities and responsibilities between the Federation and the Krai in terms of
ownership, oversight, use and management of forest resources.  This process has strong
support of the Federa Forest Service, which has encouraged other regions to develop specific
regiond legidation.

=  USAID continues to be the pioneer in terms of promoting sustainable forestry management.
Asaresult of devastating forest fires that occurred in Khabarovsk Krai in 1998 and 1999,
USAID/Russareceived additiona funds at the end of FY 99 to purchase critically needed
fire-fighting equipment to improve fire-fighting capability and to protect globaly important
forest resourcesin the Kral. An assessment of equipment needs of fire-fighting units was
conducted and resulted in the purchase of 437 two-way radios and antennas for improving
early detection of fires. Radio communication will alow rangers and foretersto



immediatdly relay information regarding fires, thus reducing the need to travel severd hours
by off-road utility vehicles to report fire outbresks.

Through the Replication of Lessons Learned Project, nearly 20 grants were completed by
Russan organizations in Siheria and the Russian Far Eagt to replicate successful activitiesto
prevent destruction of the carbon sink. Activitiesincluded introduction of pest control
programs, development of forest education centers, implementation of experimenta
prescribed fire burns, construction of greenhouses, development of regiona forestry codes,
development of loca forestry management strategies, adoption of "green accounting”
practices, and development of regulations that prevent the conversion of forest land to non
forest use. While results of the individua grant activities are Sgnificant, more important is
the cumulative effect of these successful replication activities. For example, new fire
prevention techniques have been regionally tested and approved by the Federd Government
for broader gpplication; regiona legidation has been developed in the country's major
forested regions,; and regiondly piloted artificia reforestation methods are being replicated in
the Russian Far East and Siberia and are supported by the Russian Federa Forest Service for
nationa gpplication.

USAID continues to focus on eco-tourism activities amed a generating much needed
revenues to better protect Russia' s nature reserves and endangered species, such asthe
Sherian Tiger. Inthe Russian Far Eadt, at least ten nature reserves are now implementing
low-impact eco-touriam activities that have helped them triple their operationa budgets. In
cooperation with the World Wildlife Fund, asmdl grants program was recently initiated and
provided funding (grants averaging $4,000) to 26 organizations to strengthen the protected
areas network and preserve biodiversity in the Russan Far East Eco-region.

During this past year, work aso continued on preserving the non-timber and forest resources
of the Russan Far Eagt. In coordination with the Pacific Rim Taiga and the Ingtitute for
Sustainable Communities, technica assistance and grants were provided to over 200 smdll
businesses to develop business and marketing plans, improve product labeling and
packaging, and purchase modest amounts of equipment to introduce new product lines or
improve production. Asaresult, profits have increased, thus generating employment in the
region. For example, one smdl tea and honey company in the Russian Far East has increased
its full time staff from three to 60 employees, with up to 300 staff during harvest time,

These activities have resulted in the introduction of environmentaly sustainable business
practices as well benefits for disadvantaged groups including indigenous peoples, the ederly,
and an association for the blind.
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FY99 Climate Change Reporting Guidance - Data Tables

Pleasefill in the YELLOW cellsto complete the table.

Table 1 - Background Information

RUSSIA

GCC Contact 1:
SO Team (including SO number):
GCC Contact 2:
SO Team (including SO number):
GCC Contact 3:

LORI FREER, SO1.6 TEAM LEADER

SO 1.6, INCREASED ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT CAPACITY TO SUPPORT SUSTAINABLE

YURI KAZAKOV

SO1.6

LYUDMILA VIKHROVA

SO Team (including SO number):

SO 1.6

Contact Information (USG mail)
Address (1)

Address (2);

Street:

City, Address Codes:

Telephone number:

Fax number;

Email address;

Other relevant information:




Pleasefill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

TABLE 2

Result 1: Increased Participation in the UNFCCC

Indicator 1: Policy Development Supporting the Framework Convention on Climate Change

PLEASE SEE BELOW for DEFINITIONS necessary to complete thig
table.

Policy Measure

STEP 1: Policy
Preparation and
Presentation

STEP 3: Imple-
mentation and
Enforcement

SO Number for
Activity

STEP 2: Policy

Adoption List Activities Contributing to Each Policy Category

CN/TN
Number for
Activity

Ex: Integration of climate changeinto national strategic, energy, and
sustainable development strategies

Gov't-established interagency group has completed all necessary
1 analysis and preparation to develop NEAP. The government has also
signed Annex b of the FCCC.

32

CN-23-222

Integration of climate changeinto national strategic, energy, and
sustainable development strategies

Emissionsinventory

Mitigation analysis

Vulner ability and adaptation analysis

National Climate Change Action Plan

Procedures for receiving, evaluating, and approving joint
implementation (J1) proposals

Procedures for monitoring and verifying greenhouse gas emissions

Growth baselines for pegging greenhouse gas emissions to economic
growth

L egally binding emission reduction targets and timetables

Other (describe)

Other

Other

NOACTIVITY IN FY99

Other

Other

Sub-total (number of policy steps achieved):|

0

0 0

TOTAL (number of policy steps achieved):| 0

Definitions: Policy Steps Achieved

Policy Measur ¢

“Policy measures’ may include documentation demonstrating alegdl, regulatory, or other governmental commitment to a defined course
of action. Thus, for example, “policy measures’ would include: anational, state, provincial, or local law; aregulation or decree;
guidance issued by an agency, ministry, or sub-national body; aland use plan; aNational Environmental Action Plan; a Climate Change
Action Plan; or aNational Communication to the IPCC. The term “policy measures’ does not include technical documentation, such as
technical reports or land use maps, nor site-specific activities reported under Indicators 1 and 2 (e.g., legal demarcation of individual site
or granting of community access to single location).

Policy Preparation and Presentation (Step 1))

Dreft bill, policy or regulation, vetted through relevant stakeholdersin government, non-government, the private sector and civil society,
and introduced for debate in appropriate legislative, regulatory, or governmental body.

Policy Adoption (Step 2)|

Policy intervention is approved and adopted by the appropriate administrative agency or legisiative body. Can take the form of the voting]
lon alaw; the issuance of a decree, etc.

Policy Implementation and Enfor cement (Step 3)|

Actions that put the policy interventions into effect, such as agency personnel trained in procedures, appropriate institutions created or
strengthened, or legislation implemented through the appropriate government agency.

Definitions: Typesof Activities

Adaptation

Adjustmentsin practices, processes or structures of systems to projected or actual changes of climate (may be spontaneous or planned).

Emissionsinventoryj

Detailed listing of GHG sources and sinks.

Growth Baselined

/An approach that would link countries’ emissions targets to improvements in energy efficiency.

Joint Implementation (J1)

The process by which industrialized countries can meet a portion of their emissions reduction obligations by receiving credits for
investing in GHG reductions in developing countries.

Mitigation|

An action that prevents or slows the increase of greenhouse gases (GHGs) by reducing emissions from sources and sinks.

National Climate Change Action Plan|

Plans that delineate specific mitigation and adaptation measures that countries will implement and integrate into their ongoing programs.
These plans form the basis for the national communications that countries submit to the UNFCCC Secretariat.




Pleasefill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

TABLE 3

Result 1: Increased Participation in the UNFCCC

Indicator 2: Increased capacity to meet requirements of the UNFCCC

Types of Support Provided (mark with

) an " X" for each category) List the Activitiesthat Contribute to Each Capacity Building |SO Number for ChHUL
Categories L Number for
Category Activity L
- Activity
Trainin Technical
9 Assistance
Provided training and assistance in the economic and financial
Ex: Support for joint implementation activities 1 1 evauation of energy efficient projects for consideration in Jl activities. 24 CN-23-222
Monitoring and verifying GHG emissions
Growth baselinesfor pegging GHG emissions to economic growth
Development of emissions reduction targets and timetables
Support for joint implementation activities
Other (describe)
Other
Other NOACTIVITY IN FY99
Other
Other
Total number of pointsfor Training/Technical Assistance: g g




Please fill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

TABLE 4

Result 2: Reduced Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Land Use/Forest Management Sector

Indicator 1: Area where USAID has initiated interventions to maintain or increase carbon stocks or reduce their rate of loss

Indicator 2: Area where USAID has achieved on-the-ground impacts to preserve, increase, or reduce the rate of loss of carbon stocks

PLEASE SEE BELOW
for CODES and
DEFINITIONS

The Siteand USAID's I nvolvement

Areawhere USAID has conserved carbon (hectar es)

necessary to complete L ocation
thistable.
Indicator 1 Indicator 2
Indicator 2a Indicator 2b i
Region, Principal ArEUiETE Predominant Predominant . Addm_onal CN/TN
L : . - USAID has . information you | SO Number
USAID Activity Name |Country Province, or Site Activities(see |. ... .. | vegetation type (see managed land type| L Number for
initiated activities Natural may have (see | for Activity -
State codes below) codes below) (see codesbelow) | Managed lands Activity
(hectares) ecosystems codes below)
] 1 595,000 A 595,000
= TapA0s g il Para Lﬁg; 1,235 1 CN-23-222
National Forest Project 2 5,000 A 3 e
Forest
400|
Justification for including site:]Site of Tapajos project was included on the basis of demonstrated progress in forest conservation and resulting carbon sequestration benefits.
ECO-BUSINESS RUSSIAN FAR[BEKIN
PROGRAM RUSSIA EAST REGION 2 2500 E 3 SO1.6
Justification for including site:]Based on agreement with company and Krai administration to serve as a demonstration area.
FOREST
MANAGEMENT RUSSIAN FAR[EVREISKAY
STRATEGY FORNON- [RUS9A [EAsT A OBLAST 2 020000 = 3 SoL8

TIMBER PRODUCTS

Justification for including site;

Provided economic incentives for

reducing cutting and protecting the forest.

3.

Justification for including site;
4.

Justification for including site;
5.

Justification for including site;




Justification fol

r including site;

7.

Justification for including site;
8.

Justification for including site;
9.

Justification for including site;
10.

Justification for including site;
11

Justification for including site;
12.

Justification for including site;
13.

Justification for including site;
14.

Justification for including site;
15.

Justification fol

r including site;

Total area (hectares):

3,622,500 Total area: 6

Total area:

Note: If you need to list more than 15 activitiesin thistable, please create a second copy of this speadsheet, following the instructions at bottom.




Codesfor Land Use and Forestry Sector Indicators

Principal Activities: Predominant Vegetation Type: Predominant Managed Land Type: Codes for AdFi|t|.onal
Infor mation:
Conservation of natural
ecosystems (may include
protected area management, Tropical Tropical grassland Agricultural systems: Less than 15% IMaos
extraction of non-timber evergreen forest and pasture of the area under trees P
products, etc. but not timber
harvesting.)
Sustainable forest management
for timber using reduced- Tropical seasonal Temperate grassland Agroforestry systems: Greater than Geo-refer-
2|impact harvesting (non-timber forest d nast 15% of the area under trees 2|enced site
forest products may also be or and pasture ° coord-inates
harvested)
Afforestation/reforestation/pla Temperate Tundraand apine Plantation Forests: At least 80% of Biomass
ntation forests evergreen forest meadow the area under planted trees inventory
4|Agroforestry Temperate K|Desert scrub 4|Protected areas 4IRainfall data
deciduous forest
5|Sustainable agriculture E|Boreal forest L|Swamp and marsh 5|Soil type data
Temperate M|Coastal mangrove
woodland
Tropical open
forest / woodland N Wetlands




Definitions: Natural Ecosystems

Natural EcosystemgAny areas that have not experienced serious degradation or exploitation of biomass, and without significant harvest of

biomass. Thisincludes protected areas, areas used for the extraction of non-timber forest products, and community-
managed forests with minimal timber extraction. Areas where non-timber forest products are harvested can be counted in|
this category but not those that are managed for timber. The latter are included in 2b below. The distinction isimportant
as different approaches are employed in estimating carbon for “natural areas’ (2a) and “managed areas’ (2b). Natura
areas include: (1) protected areas; (2) areas where non-timber forest products are extracted if significant biomass is not
removed (often managed as community-based forest management areas); and (3) any other areas which exclude larger-
scale biomass harvest from a management regime including many areas managed by communities and/or indigenous
groups.

Definitions: Managed L ands Categories

Sustainable Forest Management for
Timber, using Reduced | mpact Harvesting
(RIH)

A timber management activity will be considered to have a positive impact on carbon (relative to conventional methods)
if it employs RIH practices and/or other key criteria. RIH is a package of practices proven to minimize environmental
damage and carbon emissions during the logging of natural tropical forest. To beincluded, an activity must include most
of the following practices:

- tree inventorying, marking and mapping;

- careful planning and marking of skidder trails;

- vine cutting prior to harvest, where appropriate;

- directional felling of trees;

- appropriate skidding techniques that employ winching and best available equipment (rubber tired skidder/animal

- proper road and log deck construction;

- atrained work force and implementation of proper safety practices;

- fire mitigation techniques (fire breaks);

- existence of along-term management plan.

Report on the area where government, industry or community organizations are carrying out forest management for
commercia timber using the techniques above, or forest management areas that have been “certified” as environmentally

sound by arecognized independent party. Only the area where sound planning and harvesting is being currently
practiced should be included (not the whole concession or forest).

Agroforestry]

Agroforestry covers awide variety of land-use systems combining tree, crop and/or animals on the same land. Two
characteristics distinguish agroforestry from other land uses: 1) it involves the deliberate growing of woody perennial on
the same unit of land as agricultural crops and/or animals either spatially or sequentially, and 2) thereis significant
interaction between woody and non-woody components, either ecological or economical. To be counted, at least 15
percent of the system must be trees or woody perennials grown for a specific function (shade, fuel, fodder, windbreak). -
Include the area of land under an agroforestry system in which a positive carbon benefit is apparent (i.e., through the
increase in biomass, litter or soil organic matter). Do not include agroforestry systems being established on forestlands
that were deforested since 1990.




Refor estation/ Affor estation|

The act of planting trees on deforested or degraded land previously under forest (reforestation) or on land that has not
previously been under forest according to historical records (afforestation). This would include reforestation on slopes
for watershed protection; mangrove reforestation or reforestation to protect coastal areas; commercia plantations and
community tree planting on a significant scale, and/or the introduction of treesin non-forested areas for ecological or
economic purposes. -- Include the area under reforestation or afforestation (i.e., plantation forests and/or community
woodlots). Do not include natural forested areas that have been recently deforested for the purpose of planting trees. Do
not include tree planting in agroforestry systems (include this under agroforestry).

Sustainable Agriculturg

Agricultural systems that increase or maintain carbon in their soil and biomass through time by employing certain proven
- no-tillage or reduced tillage

- erosion control/soil conservation techniques, especially on hillsides

- perennia crops in the system

- higher crop yields through better nitrogen and soil management

- long-term rotations with legumes

- the use of organic mulches, crop residues and other organic inputs into the soil

- better management of agrochemicals, by stressing careful fertilizer management that will increase yields while
minimizing the use of petro-based agrochemicals which increase emissions.

Special Instructions: Creating a Copy of this Spreadsheet

Step 1

Finish filling any cells you are working on and hit " Return™ or " Enter".

Step 2

Then click on " Edit" in the menu bar, above. Go down and click on " Move or Copy Sheet". The "Move or Copy"
dialog box will open. (NOTE: You may aso open thisdialog box by using the right button on your mouse and clicking
onthe"T4-2.1 Land Use" tab near the bottom of the screen.)

Step 3

Next, scroll down in the dialog box and click on " T4-2.1 Land Use".

Step 4

Next, click on the box at bottom to Create a copy.

Step §

Hit " OK". A new copy of T4-2.1 Land Use will appear in the row of tabs near the bottom of the screen. PLEASE
NOTE: Some cells may not retain all the original ntext when the sheet is copied, especially in the definitions sections.




Pleasefill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

TABLES

Result 2: Reduced Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Land Use/Forest Management Sector

Indicator 3: National/sub-national policy advances in the land use/forestry sector that contribute to the preservation or increase of carbon stocks and sinks, and to the avoidance of

greenhouse gas emissions

PLEASE SEE BELOW for DEFINITIONS necessary to
complete thistable STEP 1: Policy - STEP3: Imple- CNITN
Scope N Preparation and B2 [Feliey mentation and List Activityies Contributing to Each Policy Category EORLIEES Number for
or S) P tati Adoption Enf t for Activity Activit
Policy Measure resentation nforcemen ivity
Two studies completed on national protected areas law for the
Ex: Facilitates establishment and conservation of protected N 2 1 i Min., including i legal reform; revised a1 TN-556.27
areas National Protected Areas Law adopted, Min. Decree No. 1999/304. 8 "
IMPROVED LAND USE PLANNING POLICIESAND
. . REGULATIONSBY PROMOTING THE ADOPTION OF "GREEN
Facilitatesimproved land s X X ACCOUNTING" PRACTICES FOR DETERMINING THEVALUEOF| 5016
use planning NATURAL RESOURCES. YAROSLAV, REPLICATED IN TWO
(OTHER OBLASTS.(ROLL)
ABOVE POLICIES AND REGULATIONS ADOPTED AT
NATIONAL LEVEL.
N X X SO1.6
. ) AMURSKAYA OBLAST FOREST CODE.
Facilitates sustainable forest management S X SOL1.6
KHABAROVSKI KRAI FOREST CODE
S X SO1.6
KRASNOYARSKI KRAI FOREST CODE
S X SO1.6
DEVELOPMENT OF REGULATIONS WHICH PREVENT
S X CONVERSION OF FOREST LAND TO NON-FOREST USE IN So16
- i SIKOTE ALIN BIODIVERSITY STRATEGY
Facilitates establishment and conservation of protected areas S X SOL1.6
Improvesintegrated coastal management
Decreases agricultural subsidies or other perver sefiscal
incentivesthat hinder sustainable forest management
Corrects protective trade policies that devalue forest resources
Clarifiesand improvesland and resourcetenure
Other (describe)
Other
Other
Other
Other
Sub-total (number of policy steps achieved):| 0 0 0
Total (number of policy steps achieved): 0

Definitions: Scope

National Policies (N)|Policies that influence issues on a countrywide level.

Sub-national Policies (S)|Policiesthat affect atribal nation, province, state or region that are neither national nor site specific inimpact.

Definitions: Policy Steps Achieved

Policy Measur g

“ Policy measures” may include documentation demonstrating alegal, regulatory, or other It to adefined course of
action. Thus, for example, “policy measures’ would include: anationa, state, provincial, or local law; aregulation or decree; guidance
issued by an agency, ministry, or sub-national body; aland use plan; a National Environmental Action Plan; a Climate Change Action Plan;
or aNational Communication to the IPCC. The term “policy measures” does not include technical documentation, such as technical reports
or land use maps, nor site-specific activities reported under Indicators 1 and 2 (e.g., legal demarcation of individual site or granting of
’community access to single location).

Policy Preparation and Presentation (Step 1)|

Draft bill, policy or regulation, vetted through relevant in government, nol
introduced for debate in appropriate legislative, regulatory, or governmental body.

the pr and civil society, and

Policy Adoption (Step 2)|

Policy intervention is approved and adopted by the appropriate administrative agency or legislative body. Can take the form of the voting on
alaw; the issuance of adecree, etc.

Policy Implementation and Enforcement (Step 3)|

Actions that put the policy interventions into effect, such as agency personnel trained in procedures, appropriate institutions created or
strengthened, or |egisiation implemented through the appropriate government agency.




Please fill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

TABLE 6

Result 2: Reduced Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Land Use/Forest Management Sector

Indicator 4: Value of Public and Private Investment Leveraged by USAID for Activities that Contribute to the Preservation or Increase of Carbon Stocks and Reduction of

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

PLEASE SEE BELOW for DEFINITIONS
TEEESSEY i EonFE s il Source of Leveraged Funds Desribe methodology for determining amount of funding DirectFtl;evdeSraged Levelrr;ggde(litunds &8 ":l;:]vk?g e C’;‘gﬁng}?a
Activity Description
B National Nature Conservation Fund National Government Figure reflects direct, in-kind contribution of national government. $572,800 a3 TN-556-27
Big Forest Climate Change Action Project The Nature Conservancy and the Friends [NGOsinitiated independent activity with separate funding, building
Ex of Nature Foundation on earlier USAID conservation project. $1,700,000 33 CN-23-222
1|ROLL FORESTRY PROGRAM REGIONAL FORESTRY ESTIMATED IN-KIND MATCH REQUIRED $500,000 16
5|FOREST SECTOR LOAN WORLD BANK PUBLISHED PROJECT DOCUMENTS $60,000,000 16
3| ECO-REGION PROJECT NETHERLANDS ASSISTANCE PUBLISHED PROJECT DOCUMENTS $2,500,000 16
; SoAcnag
5
6
7
8|
9
10
11
12)
13
14}
15
Total: $60,500,000 $2,500,00¢

Definitions: Funding L everaged

Direct Leveraged Funding

Funding leveraged directly in support of USAID activities and programs, including:

- funding leveraged from partners for joint USAID activities;

- funding for activities in which USAID developed enabling policies, regulations, or provided pre-investment support
(prorated);

- obligated or committed funding for direct follow-on MDB loan programs (prorated);

- obligated or committed funding for direct follow-on private-sector funded programs that reach financial closure
(prorated);

- joint implementation investments;

- Development Credit Authority investments.

Indirect L everaged Funding

Funding dedicated by other donors or governments to replicate programs that USAID initiated, but which USAID does
not or will not itself fund.




Please fill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

TABLE 6

Result 2: Reduced Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Land Use/Forest Management Sector

Indicator 5a: Increased Capacity to Address Global Climate Change Issues

Number of institutions strengthened to address GCC issues Names of Associations, NGOs, or other | nstitutions Strengthened SO N““.“.’er for [CN/TN N_ur_nber
Activity for Activity
Ex: Number of NGOs 32 CN-23-222

4
Friends of Nature Foundation, SITA, Sustainable Forests Unlimited

Number of NGOs

10

WILDLIFE FOUNDATION, ISAR/RUSSIA, WWF/RUSSIA, NTFP
ASSOCIATION, AND STP ASSOCIATION, FAR EASTERN NTFP

Number of Private I nstitutions

150,

AMURBIOFARM,PROMOHOTA, LIMONIC, TIMBER CO, FOREST
PRODUCTS (TGP PLUS PACIFIC RIM TAIGA ACTIVITIES)

Number of Research/Educational I nstitutions

PACIFIC INSTITUTE OF GEOGRAPHY, ECONOMIC RESEARCH
INSTITUTE, INSTITUTE OF WATER AND ECOLOGICAL PROBLEMS

Number of Pubic Institutions

Total Number of I nstitutions Strengthened:

192




Pleasefill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

Table 8

Result 2: Reduced Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Land Use/Forest Management Sector

Indicator 5b: Technical Capacity Strengthened through Workshops, Research, and/or Training Activities

Category

Types of Support Provided (mark with
an " X" for each category)

Technical

UGEIGLY Assistance

List the Activityiesthat Contribute to Each Capacity Building Category

SO Number
for Activity

CN/TN
Number for
Activity

Ex: Advancing sustainable forest management

Presentation of nursury & reforestation studies; US training on resource mgmt;
env'l impact assessment law training; forest restoration & recovery workshop.
TA for fire prevention.

3.3

CN-23-222

Advancing improved land use planning

Advancing sustainable forest management

ENVIRONMENTAL AUDITING

Advancing establishment and conser vation of protected areas

INCREASED CAPACITY OF DIRECTORS TO MANAGE PROTECTED
AREAS;INCREASED CAPACITY OF NGOSTO TAKE ACTION TO

Advancing integrated coastal management

Advancing decreasesin agricultural subsidies or other perverse
fiscal incentives that hinder sustainable forest management

Advancing the correction of protective trade policies that devalue
forest resour ces

Advancing the clarification and improvement of land and resource
tenure

Other (describe)

Other

Other

Other

Other

Number of categories wheretraining and technical assistance hag
been provided:




Pleasefill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

TABLE 9

Result 3: Reduced Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Energy Sector, Industry and Urban Areas

Indicator 1: Emissions of Carbon Dioxide Equivalents Avoided, due to USAID Assistance (Measuring Carbon Dioxide, Methane, and Nitrous Oxide)

PLEASE SEE BELOW for CODES
necessary to complete thistable.

3.1 A - CO2 Emissions avoided through renewable ener gy

activities

3.1 B - CO2 emissions avoided through end use energy
efficiency improvements

3.1 C - CO2 emissions avoided through energy
efficiency improvementsin generation,
and distribution (including new production capacity)

transmission,

MW:-h produced in| BTU's produced in Fuel type BTU'ssaved in BTU'ssaved in
electricity thermal replaced (use thermal Fuel type saved thermal Fuel type saved | SO number for |CN/TN Number
Activity generation combustion codes) MW:-h saved combustion (use codes) MW:-h saved combustion (use codes) Activity for Activity
Ex |Renewable Energy Production 512,258| J 2.1 CN-120-97
Prog.
Ex |Steam & Combustion 1,832,144 J 21 CN-120-97
Efficiency Pilot Proj.

Ex__|Power Sector Retrofits 912,733 T 21 CN-120-97
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8|

9INO ACTIVITY
10]
11}
12
13}
14]
15)
Totals:

PLEASE SEE BELOW for CODES
necessary to complete thistable.

3.1 D - CO2 emissions avoided asaresult of switching to cleaner fossil fuels

(including new prodruction capacity)

3.1 E - Methane emissions captured
from solid waste, coal mining, or
sewage treatment

3.1 F - Tonnes of nitrous oxide
lemissions avoided through improved
agriculture

MW-h produced in

BTUs produced in

electricity thermal Old fuel type (use] New fuel type SO number for | CN/TN Number
Activity generation combustion codes) (use codes) Tonnes of methane Tonnes of nitrous oxide Activity for Activity
Ex |Clean Fuels Program 4,551 H FF 2 CN-120-97
Ex |Municipal Landfill Proj. 450) 2 CN-120-97
Ex__|Sust. Ag. & Devt. Proj. 575 2 CN-120-97
1
2
3
A
5
)
7|
8
9
10}
11
12}
13|
14}
15}
Totals: | Of | Of




Codesfor Fule Type

Fuel Types

Code

Fuel Name

Liquid Fossil

Primary Fuels

Crude oil

Orimulsion

Natural gasliquid

Secondary Fuels

Gasoline

Jet kerosene

Other kerosene

Shale oil

Gas/diesdl il

Residual fuel ol

LPG

Ethane

Naphtha

Bitumen

Lubricants

Petroleum coke

Refinery feedstocks

Refinery gas

Other oil

Solid Fossil

Primary Fuels

Anthracite (coal)

Coking coa

Other bituminous coal

Sub-bituminous coal

Lignite

Oil shale

Peat

Secondary fuels/
products

BKB & patent fuela

32N <|x| 2| <|c| 4| 0| n|o| v|0o| 2| 2| | x| <|T|®| 7| m|o| O| @| >

Coke oven/gas coke

Q
O

Coke oven gas

w)
w)

Blast furnance gas

Gasseous Fossil

m
m

Natural gas (dry)

Biomass

ul
m

Solid biomass

(@)
@)

Liquid biomass

ac
I

Gas biomass




Pleasefill in the YELLOW cellsto complete the table.

TABLE 10

Result 3: Decreased Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Energy Sector, Industry, and Urban Areas

Indicator 3: National/sub-national policy advances in the energy sector, industry and urban areas that contribute to the avoidance of greenhouse gas emissions

PLEASE SEE BELOW for DEFINITIONS necessary to complete this SR Rl SEPS: il ST
table. : Policy o : Imple-
ST Preparation and SIEE POIICy mentation and List Activityies Contributing to Each Policy Category <0 Numt_)er Number for
(Nor 9 X Adoption for Activity L
A Presentation Enforcement Activity
Policy Measure
Mission supported introduction of two decrees for energy tariff
Example: Facilitatesimproved demand side management or integrated N 5 1 reforms (pursuant to National Energy Reform Law) in the national 24 CN-577-92
resour ce planning parliament; one decree was adopted. :
Facilitatesimproved demand side management or integrated resource
planning
Facilitates competitive ener gy markets that promote market-based
energy prices, decrease fossil fuel subsidies, or allow open accessto
independent providers
Facilitatesthe installation of energy efficient or other greenhouse gas
reducing technologies, including improved efficienciesin industrial
processes
Facilitates the use of renewable ener gy technologies
Facilitates the use of cleaner fossil fuels (cleaner coal or natural gas)
Facilitatesthe introduction of cleaner modes of transportation and
efficient transportation systems
Promotes the use of cogeneration
Other (describe)
Other
Other
Other
Other
Sub-total (number of policy steps achieved):| 0 0 0
Total (number of policy steps achieved):| 0

Definitions: Scope

National Policia(N)IPoliciesthal influence issues on a countrywide level.

Sub-national Policies (S))

Policies that affect atribal nation, province, state or region that are neither nationa nor site specific in impact.

Definitions: Policy Steps Achieved

Policy Measur g

“ Policy measures’ may include documentation demonstrating a legal, regulatory, or other governmental commitment to a defined course of

action. Thus, for example, “policy measures’ would include: anational, state, provincial, or local law; aregulation or decree; guidance
issued by an agency, ministry, or sub-national body; aland use plan; a National Environmental Action Plan; a Climate Change Action
Plan; or aNational Communication to the IPCC. The term “policy measures’ does not include technical documentation, such as technical
reports or land use maps, nor site-specific activities reported under Indicators 1 and 2 (e.g., legal demarcation of individual site or

granting of community access to single location).

Policy Preparation and Presentation (Step 1))

Draft hill, policy or regulation, vetted through relevant stakeholders in government, non-government, the private sector and civil society,
and introduced for debate in appropriate legislative, regulatory, or governmental body.

on alaw; theissuance of a decree, etc.

Policy Adoption (Step 2)|Policy intervention is approved and adopted by the appropriate administrative agency or legislative body. Can take the form of the voting

Policy Implementation and Enforcement (Step 3)]Actions that put the policy interventions into effect, such as agency personnel trained in procedures, appropriate institutions created or

strengthened, or legislation implemented through the appropriate government agency.




Please fill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

Table 11

Result 3: Reduced Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Energy Sector, Industry and Urban Areas

Indicator 4: Strategies/Audits that Contribute to the Avoidance of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Number of auditsor

Number or audit

SO Number for

CN/TN Number

Activity strategies completed strrzctc;;}:;}nr:;tér?;n?;d Activity for Activity
Ex |Steam & Combustion Efficiency Pilot Project 41 35 2.1 CN-577-92
JJENERGY AUDITS NOVOSIBIRSK (ROLL) 1] 1.6
2JFUEL SWITCHING NOVOSIBIRSK (ROLL) 1] 1.6
3]EMISSION REDUCTION NOVOSIBIRSK (ROLL) 1] 1.6
4 CENEF ENERGY EFFICIENCY PROJECT - RFE 6 1.3
5
6
7
8
9
10,
11
12
13
14
15

Total:




Pleasefill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

TABLE 12

Result 3: Reduced Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Energy Sector, Industry and Urban Areas

Indicator 5: Value of Public and Private Investment Leveraged by USAID for Activities that Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions

PLEASE SEE BELOW for DEFINITIONS . .
necessary to complete thistable. . L i e I IEEs SO Number for Chinr]
Sour ce of Leveraged Funds Desribe methodology for determining amount of funding L ever aged L ever aged ity Number for
. o Funds Funds Activity
Activity Description
Ex |Nationa Renewable Energy Program Dept. of Energy, World Bank-GEF |DOE direct buy-into USAID. In FY 99, GEF funded replication of NREP
activity begun in FY 98, called the Renewables for Economic Devt Proj. $120,000] $2,500,000 2 CN-577-92
1
2
3
4
5
GNO ACTIVITY
7
g
9
10
1
12]
13
14
15

Total:

Definitions. Funding L everaged

Direct Leveraged Funding|Funding leveraged directly in support of USAID activities and programs, including:

- joint implementation investments;
- Development Credit Authority investments.

- funding leveraged from partners for joint USAID activities;
- funding for activitiesin which USAID developed enabling policies, regulations, or provided pre-investment support (prorated);
- obligated or committed funding for direct follow-on MDB loan programs (prorated);
- obligated or committed funding for direct follow-on private-sector funded programs that reach financial closure (prorated);

Indirect Leveraged Funding|Funding dedicated by other donors or governments to replicate programs that USAID initiated, but which USAID does not or will not

itself fund.




Pleasefill in the YELLOW cells to complete the table.

TABLE 13

Result 3: Reduced Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Energy Sector, Industry and Urban Areas

Indicator 6a: Increased Capacity to Address Global Climate Change Issues

Number of ingtitutions strengthened to address GCC issues Names of Associations, NGO's or other Institutions Strengthened SO N”mt_’e' s NI Ngr_nber
Activity for Activity
: Center for Cleaner Production, Association of Industrial Engineers, National Solar Energy

Example: Number of NGOs Foundation, Clean Air Alliance, Institute for Industrial Efficiency 24 CN-577-92
CENTER FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY

Number of NGOs 1i 13

Number of Private Institutions
INSTITUTE ON HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT

Number of Research/Educational Institutions 1i 16

, o ONE NATIONAL, SIX REGIONAL
Number of Pubic Ingtitutions 7| 16

Total Number of Institutions Strengthened:




Pleasefill in the YELLOW cellsto complete the table.

Table 14

Result 3: Reduced Net Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the Energy Sector, Industry and Urban Areas

Indicator 6b: Technical Capacity Strengthened through Workshops, Research, and/or Training Activities

Types of Support Provided (mark ;
e with an " X" for each category) List the Activities that Contribute to Each Capacity Building SO Number Nu%Nb;-rl\:or
egory Category for Activity Ty
Training Technical Assistance
Developed sustainable markets for renewable energy technologies. Over
E l& Useof abl hnoloci 200 renewable energy systemsinstalled. Training for utilities,
rEEE UESEr FERENEICENEEY EeielegiE 1 1 government officials, NGOs. Study on renewable energy applications 24 CN-577-92
completed.
Improved demand-side management or integrated resour ce planning
Competitive energy markets that promote market-based energy prices,
decrease fossil fuel subsidies, or allow open access to independent
providers
. . . VOLVOGRAD AIR MANAGEMENT PROJECT TRAINING;
Installation of energy efficient or other greenhouse gas reducing 4 1SO14000: ECOL OGICAL INSPECTION OF FOSSIL FUEL FIRED
technologies, including improved efficienciesin industrial processes PROCESSING PLANTS IN VARIOUS TYPES OF INDUSTRIES (2
Use of renewable ener gy technologies
Use of cleaner fossil fuels (cleaner coal or natural gas)
Introduction of cleaner modes of transportation and efficient
transportation systems
Use of cogeneration
Other (describe)
Other
Other
Other
Other
Total number of pointsfor Training/Technical Assistance: 4 0




D. Changesin the Management Contract

Europe and Eurasa Bureau's Management Contract with the Mission congsts of
USAID/Russia s Country Strategy and the cable entitled “ Review of USAID/Russa s Assstance
Strategy 1999-2003" dated April 5, 1999. Two areas of note have experienced changes. Firs,
Strategic objective teams revised severd intermediate results to better reflect program activities,
as noted in the Strategic objective narratives. Second, the Mission received less program FY
2000 funds than expected to finance activities under its strategic objectives. Hence, as detailed
in the Resource Request narrative, severa activities have been curtailed and delayed.

E. Budget Tables (attached)



Accessing Global Bureau Services Through Field Support and Buy-Ins

Estimated Funding ($000)

Objective Field Support and Buy-Ins: FY 2001 FY 2002
Name Activity Title & Number Priority * Duration Obligated by: Obligated by:
Operating Unit Global Bureau Operating Unit Global Bureau
S0 3.2 AIDSMARK (PSI) HRN-A-00-97-00021-00 High 2 years 0 2,200,000 0 2,200,000
SO 3.2 Quality Assurance Project (URC) HRN-C-00-96-90013-02 High 2 years 0 400,000 0 400,000
SO 3.2 Frontiers (Pop Council) HRN-A-00-98-00012-00 Medium-High 2 years 0 50,000 0 0
GRAND TOTAL 0 2,650,000 0 2,600,000

* For Priorities use high, medium-high, medium, medium-low, low

rsw/r401/fldsup00.xls - 11/30/99




FY 2002 Budget Request by USAID/Russia
Fiscal Year: 2002 Program/Country:

Approp:
Scenario:
S.0. #, Title
FY 2002 Request Est. S.O.
Bilaterall/| Agri- Other (Children's Child [Infectioug Health Est. S.O.| Pipeline
Field Spt| Total culture [Economic| Basic Other (Population| Survival |Diseases|HIV/AIDSPromotior| Environ D/G |[Expendi-| End of
Growth [Education| HCD tures | FY2002
*) *) *) *) **)
SO 1.3: Accelerated Development and Growth of Private Enterprises
Bilateral 13,900 13,900 0 10,000 | 14,000
Field Spt 0
13,900 0 13,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 10,000 | 14,000
SO 1.4: Improved Economic Infrastructure to Support Market-Oriented Growth
Bilateral 6,200 6,200 4,000 4,000
Field Spt
6,200 0 6,200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,000 4,000
SO 1.6: Increased Environmental Management Capacity to Support Sustainable Economic Growth
Bilateral 6,750 6,750 4,500 5,000
Field Spt 0
6,750 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,750 0 4,500 5,000
SO 2.1: Increased, Better Informed Citizens' Participation in Political and Economic Decision-Making
Bilateral 11,250 11,250 8,000 | 10,000
Field Spt 0
11,250 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0f 11,250 8,000 [ 10,000
SO 2.2 Strengthened Rule of Law and Respect for Human Rights
Bilateral 6,250 6,250 4,000 5,000
Field Spt 0
6,250 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,250 4,000 5,000
SO 3.2 Improved Effectiveness of Selected Social Benefits and Services
Bilateral 12,050 600 1,300 4,650 2,000 500 2,500 500 8,000 9,000
Field Spt 2,600 300 2,200 100
14,650 0 600 0 0 1,300 4,950 2,000 2,700 2,600 500 0 8,000 9,000
SO 4.1 Special Initiatives
Bilateral 15,000 15,000 15,000 | 10,000
Field Spt 0
15,000 0 15,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15,000 | 10,000
SO 4.2 Cross-Cutting Programs
Bilateral 14,000 12,000 2,000 13,000 3,000
Field Spt 0
14,000 0 12,000 0 2,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13,000 3,000
Total Bilateral 85,400 0 47,700 0 2,000 1,300 4,650 2,000 500 2,500 7,250 | 17,500 | 66,500 | 60,000
Total Field Support 2,600 0 0 0 0 0 300 0 2,200 100 0 0 0 0
TOTAL PROGRAM 88,000 0 47,700 0 2,000 1,300 4,950 2,000 2,700 2,600 7,250 | 17,500 || 66,500 | 60,000
FY 2002 Request Agency Goal Totals FY 2002 Account Distribution (DA only) Prepare one set of tables for each Fiscal Year (FY2000, FY2001, FY2002)
Econ Growth 47,700 Dev. Assist Program Prepare one set of tables for each appropriation Account
Democracy 17,500 Dev. Assist ICASS Tables for DA and CSD may be combined on one table.
HCD 2,000 Dev. Assist Total: For the DA/CSD Table, columns marked with (*) will be funded
PHN 13,550 CSD Program from the CSD Account. (**) Health Promotion is normally
Environment 7,250 CSD ICASS funded from the CSD Account, although amounts for Victims
Program ICASS 1,390 CSD Total: of War/Victims of Torture are funded from the DA/DFA

GCC (from all Goals 4,650




FY 2001 Budget Request by USAID/Russia

Fiscal Year 2001  Program/Country: USAID/Russia
Approp: NIS
Scenario:  Base Level
[s0.# Title
FY 2001 Request Est.S.O
Bilateral/ Agri- | other [fchildren's child [ infectious Health Est.SO.| Pipeline
Fieldspt || Total || culture Basic other |[Population| Survival | Diseases | HIV/AIDS environ || 06 |[Expendi- | Endof
Growth |[Education| HCD tures | Fy2001
() (*) *) () ()
S01.3: __ Accelerated Development ang Growth of Private Enterprises
Bilateral 11,547 11,547 0 8,000 [ 18,000
Field Spt 0
11,547 0| 11547 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 off 8000 | 18000
S01.4: _ Improved Economic lfrastructure to Support Market-Oriented Growth
Bilateral 5,900 5,900 4,000 5,000
Field Spt
5,900 0| 5900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 off 4000 5,000
Iso 1.6 Increased Environmental Management Capacity to Support Sustainable Economic Growth
Bilateral 6,780 6,780 4,500 6,000
Field Spt 0
6,780 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 of| e.780 off 4s00 6,000
S02.1: __Increased, Better Informed Citizens' Participation in Political and Economic Decision-Making
Bilateral 10,000 10,000 || 8000 | 12,000
Field Spt 0
10,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 of 10000|| 8000 | 12000
IS02.2: __ Strengthened Rule of Law and Respect for Human Rights
Bilateral 5,033 5033 | 4,000 6,000
Field Spt 0
5,033 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 of| s033f| 4000 6,000
S03.2:  Improved Effectiveness of Selected Social Benefits and Services
Bilateral 9,350 500 750 3,800 1,900 300 [ 1,700 400 75500 | 10,000
Field Spt 2,650 50 300 2,200 100
12,000 0 500 0 0 800 4,100 1,900 2500 | 1,800 400 of| 75s00]| 10,000
S04.1:_ Special Initiatives
Bilateral 15,000 15,000 15000 | 10,000
Field Spt 0
15,000 0| 15,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 of 15,000 | 10,000
S04.2: _ Cross-Cutting Initiatives
Bilateral 13,740 11,940 1,800 13,000 3,000
Field Spt 0
13,740 0| 11,940 0 1,800 0 0 0 0 0 0 o || 13,000 3,000
[Total Bilateral 71,350 o 44887 0 1,800 750 3,800 1,900 300 [ 1700 7180]f 15.033[| 64,000 | 70,000
[Total Field Support 2,650 0 0 0 0 50 300 0 2,200 100 0 0 0 0
TOTAL PROGRAM 80,000 o | 44,887 0 1,800 800 4,100 1,900 2500 | 1,800 | 7.180|| 15,033 || 64,000 | 70,000
FY 2001 Request Agency Goal Totals FY 2001 Account Distribution (DA only) Prepare one set of tables for each Fiscal Year (FY2000, FY2001, FY2002)
Econ Growth 44,887 Dev. Assist Program Prepare one set of tables for each appropriation Account
Democracy 15,033 Dev. AssistICASS Tables for DA and CSD may be combined on one table.
HCD 1,800 Dev. Assist Total For the RA/CSD Table, columns marked with (*) will be funded from
PHN 11,100 CSD Program the CSD Account. (**) Health Promotion is normally funded from the
Environment 7,180 CSDICASS CSD Account, although amounts for Victims of War/Victims of Torture
Program ICASS 1,280 CSD Total: are funded from the DA/DFA Account
GCC (from all Goals) 4,580




FY 2000 Budget Request by USAID/Russia

Fiscal Year: 2000 Program/Country: USAID/Russia
Approp: NIS
Scenario: Base Level
S.0. #, Title
FY 2000 Request Est. S.O.
Bilateral/ Agri- Other Children's Child Infectious Health Est. S.O. | Pipeline
Field Spt Total culture | Economic Basic Other || Population| Survival Diseases | HIV/AIDS [Promotion|| Environ D/IG Expendi- | End of
Growth Education HCD tures FY2000
*) ®) *) *) %)
SO 1.3 Accelerated Development and Growth of Private Enterprises
Bilateral 11,797 11,797 7,000 20,000
Field Spt 0 0
11,797 0 11,797 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,000 20,000
SO 1.4: Improved Economic Infrastructure to Support Market-Oriented Growth
Bilateral 5,900 5,900 4,000 6,500
Field Spt
5,900 0 5,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,000 6,500
SO 1.6 Increased Environmental Management Capacity to Support Sustainable Economic Growth
Bilateral 6,780 6,780 4,500 8,000
Field Spt 0
6,780 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,780 0 4,500 8,000
SO 2.1: Increased, Better Informed Citizens'Participation in Political and Economic Decision-Making
Bilateral 8,824 8,824 6,000 15,000
Field Spt 0
8,824 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8,824 6,000 15,000
SO 2.2: Strengthened Rule of Law and Respect for Human Rights
Bilateral 5,709 5,709 3,500 7,000
Field Spt 0
5,709 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,709 3,500 7,000
SO 3.2: Improved Effectiveness of Selected Social Benefits and Services
Bilateral 9,700 500 900 3,350 2,200 150 2,200 400 7,000 13,000
Field Spt 2,050 50 300 1,600 100
11,750 0 500 0 950 3,650 2,200 1,750 2,300 400 0 7,000 13,000
SO 4.1: Special Initiatives
Bilateral 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000
Field Spt 0
5,000 0 5,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,000 5,000
SO 4.2: Cross-cutting programs
Bilateral 10,040 9,040 1,000 9,000 2,000
Field Spt 0
10,040 0 9,040 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,000 2,000
[Total Bilateral 63,750 0 32,237 1,000 900 3,350 2,200 150 2,200 7,180 14,533 46,000 76,500
Total Field Support 2,050 0 0 0 50 300 0 1,600 100 0 0 0 0
ITOTAL PROGRAM 65,800 0 32,237 1,000 950 3,650 2,200 1,750 2,300 7,180 14,533 46,000 76,500
FY 2000 Request Agency Goal Totals FY 2000 Account Distribution (DA only) Prepare one set of tables for each Fiscal Year (FY2000, FY2001, FY2002)
Econ Growth 32,237 Dev. Assist Program Prepare one set of tables for each appropriation Account
Democracy 14,533 Dev. Assist ICASS Tables for DA and CSD may be combined on one table.
HCD 1,000 Dev. Assist Total: For the DA/CSD Table, columns marked with (*) will be funded from the
PHN 10,850 CSD Program CSD Account. (**) Health Promotion is normally funded from the CSD
Environment 7.180 CSD ICASS Account, although amounts for Victims of War/Victims of Torture are
Program ICASS 0 CSD Total: funded from the DA/DFA Account
GCC (from all Goals) 5,400




CONTROLLER OPERATIONS

Org. Title: Russia Over seas Mission Budgets
Org. No: 118 FY 2000 Estimate FY 2001 Target FY 2002 Target
oC Dollars TF Total Dollars TF Total Dollars TF Total
111 Personnel compensation, full-time permanent Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline
111 Base Pay & pymt. for annual leave balances - FNDH 0 0 0
Subtotal OC 11.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

11.3
11.3

115
115
115

11.8
11.8
11.8
11.8

12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1
12.1

Personnel comp. - other than full-time permanent
Base Pay & pymt. for annual |eave balances - FNDH

Subtotal OC 11.3

Other personnel compensation
USDH
FNDH

Subtotal OC 11.5

Specia personal services payments
USPSC Sdaries
FN PSC Sdaries
IPA/Details- In/PASAYRSSAS Salaries

Subtotal OC 11.8

Personnel benefits
USDH benefits
Educationa Allowances
Cost of Living Allowances
Home Service Transfer Allowances
Quarters Allowances
Other Misc. USDH Benefits
FNDH Benefits
*x Paymentsto FSN Voluntary Separation Fund - FNDH
Other FNDH Benefits
US PSC Benefits
FN PSC Benefits
*x Paymentsto the FSN Voluntary Separation Fund - FN PSC
Other FN PSC Benefits
IPA/Detail-In/PASA/RSSA Benefits

Subtotal OC 12.1

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0 0 0
Do not enter data on thisline

0
0

0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline

137.12 137.12
278.72 278.72

0
415.84 0 41584

Do not enter data on thisline
Do not enter data on thisline

30.8 30.8
6.7 6.7

0

0

6 6

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0

30.92 30.92
Do not enter data on thisline
0

105.18 105.18
0

179.6 0 179.6

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0 0 0
Do not enter data on thisline

0
0

0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline

140.81 140.81
286.21 286.21

0
427.02 0  427.02

Do not enter data on thisline
Do not enter data on thisline

30.8 30.8
14.22 14.22
0

0

0

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0

70.52 70.52
Do not enter data on thisline
0

107.92 107.92
0

223.46 0 223.46

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0 0 0
Do not enter data on thisline

0
0

0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline

54.03 54.03
292.08 292.08
0

346.11 0 34611

Do not enter data on thisline
Do not enter data on thisline

61.8 61.8
14.52 14.52
0

0

6 6

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0

414 414
Do not enter data on thisline
0

109.9 109.9
0

196.36 0 196.36

TABLE RUSSIA02R2B_CO.XLS




CONTROLLER OPERATIONS

Org. Title: Russia Over seas Mission Budgets

Org. No: 118 FY 2000 Estimate FY 2001 Target FY 2002 Target
oC Dallars TF Total Dallars TF Total Dallars TF Total
13.0 Benefits for former personnel Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline
13.0 FNDH Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline
13.0 Severance Payments for FNDH 0 0 0
13.0 Other Benefits for Former Personnel - FNDH 0 0 0
13.0 FN PSCs Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline
13.0 Severance Payments for FN PSCs 0 0 0
13.0 Other Benefits for Former Personnel - FN PSCs 0 0 0

Subtotal OC 13.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

210
21.0
210
21.0
210
21.0
210
21.0
210
21.0
210
21.0
210
21.0
210
21.0
210
21.0
210
21.0
210

220
220
220
220
220

Travel and transportation of persons

Training Travel

Mandatory/Statutory Travel
Post Assignment Travel - to field
Assignment to Washington Travel
Home Leave Travel
R & R Trave
Education Travel
Evacuation Travel
Retirement Travel
Pre-Employment Invitational Travel
Other Mandatory/Statutory Travel

Operational Travel
Site Visits - Headquarters Personnel
Site Visits - Mission Personnel
Conferences/SeminarsM eetingsy/Retreats
Assessment Travel
Impact Evaluation Travel
Disaster Travel (to respond to specific disasters)
Recruitment Travel
Other Operational Travel

Subtotal OC 21.0

Transportation of things
Post assignment freight
Home Leave Freight
Retirement Freight
Transportation/Freight for Office Furniture/Equip.

Do not enter data on thisline

2.7 2.7
Do not enter data on thisline
3 3

0

16 16
271 271
0

6 6

0

0

0

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

2 2
18.01 0 18.01

Do not enter data on thisline
20 20
5

o o u

Do not enter data on thisline

0

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0

22 22
4.4 4.4
0

6 6

0

0

0

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

2 2
14.6 0 14.6

Do not enter data on thisline
0

5
0
0

Do not enter data on thisline

0

Do not enter data on thisline
2.4 2.4
0

55 55
7.1 7.1
0

6 6
0

0

0

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

2 2
23 0 23

Do not enter data on thisline
20 20
5

o o u
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CONTROLLER OPERATIONS

Org. Title: Russia Over seas Mission Budgets
Org. No: 118 FY 2000 Estimate FY 2001 Target FY 2002 Target
oC Dollars TF Total Dollars TF Total Dollars TF Total
220 Transportation/Freight for Res. Furniture/Equip. 0 0 0
Subtotal OC 22.0 25 0 25 5 0 5 25 0 25

232
232
232
232

233
233
233
233
233
233
233
233
233
233

24.0

251
251
251
251

252
252
252
252
252
252

Rental paymentsto others
Rental Payments to Others - Office Space
Rental Payments to Others - Warehouse Space
Rental Paymentsto Others - Residences

Subtotal OC 23.2

Communications, utilities, and miscellaneous charges
Office Utilities
Residential Utilities
Telephone Costs
ADP Software L eases
ADP Hardware Lease
Commercial Time Sharing
Postal Fees (Other than APO Mail)
Other Mail Service Costs
Courier Services

Subtotal OC 23.3

Printing and Reproduction
Subtotal OC 24.0

Advisory and assistance services
Studies, Analyses, & Evaluations
Management & Professional Support Services
Engineering & Technical Services

Subtotal OC 25.1

Other services
Office Security Guards
Residential Security Guard Services
Official Residential Expenses
Representation Allowances
Non-Federal Audits

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
160 160
160 0 160

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0 0 0
0
0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0
0
0

Do not enter data on thisline

O O O o o

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
160 160
160 0 160

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0 0 0
0
0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0
0
0

Do not enter data on thisline

O O O o o

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
100 100
100 0 100

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0 0 0
0
0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline
0

0
0
0

Do not enter data on thisline

O O O o o
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CONTROLLER OPERATIONS

Org. Title: Russia Over seas Mission Budgets
Org. No: 118 FY 2000 Estimate FY 2001 Target FY 2002 Target
ocC Dollars TF Total Dollars TF Total Dollars TF Total
252 Grievances/Investigations 0 0 0
25.2 Insurance and V ehicle Registration Fees 0 0 0
252 Vehicle Rental 0 0 0
25.2 Manpower Contracts 0 0 0
252 Records Declassification & Other Records Services 0 0 0
25.2 Recruiting activities 0 0 0
252 Penalty Interest Payments 0 0 0
252 Other Miscellaneous Services 0 0 0
252 Staff training contracts 0 0 0
252 ADP related contracts 0 0 0
Subtotal OC 25.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

253
253
253

254
254
254

256

257
257
257
257
257
257

258

Purchase of goods and services from Government accounts
ICASS
All Other Services from Other Gov't. accounts

Subtotal OC 25.3

Operation and maintenance of facilities
Office building Maintenance
Residential Building Maintenance

Subtotal OC 25.4

Medical Care
Subtotal OC 25.6

Operation/maintenance of equipment & storage of goods
ADP and telephone operation and maintenance costs
Storage Services
Office Furniture/Equip. Repair and Maintenance
Vehicle Repair and Maintenance
Residential Furniture/Equip. Repair and Maintenance

Subtotal OC 25.7

Subsistance & spt. of persons (by contract or Gov't.)
Subtotal OC 25.8

Do not enter data on thisline
0
0

0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
0 0 0
0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
0
0
0
0 0 0
0
0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline
0
0

0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
0 0 0
0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
0
0
0
0 0 0
0
0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline
0
0

0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
0 0 0
0 0 0

Do not enter data on thisline

0
0
0
0
0
0 0 0
0
0 0 0
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CONTROLLER OPERATIONS

Org. Title: Russia Over seas Mission Budgets
Org. No: 118 FY 2000 Estimate FY 2001 Target FY 2002 Target
ocC Dollars TF Total Dollars TF Total Dollars TF Total
26.0 Supplies and materials 0 0 0
Subtotal OC 26.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
31.0 Equipment Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline
31.0 Purchase of Residential Furniture/Equip. 0 0 0
31.0 Purchase of Office Furniture/Equip. 0.84 0.84 0 0
31.0 Purchase of Vehicles 0 0 0
31.0 Purchase of Printing/Graphics Equipment 0 0 0
31.0 ADP Hardware purchases 0 0 0
31.0 ADP Software purchases 0 0 0
Subtotal OC 31.0 0.84 0 0.84 0 0 0 0 0 0
320 Lands and structures Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline Do not enter data on thisline
32.0 Purchase of Land & Buildings (& bldg. construction) 0 0 0
320 Purchase of fixed equipment for buildings 0 0 0
32.0 Building Renovations/Alterations - Office 0 0 0
320 Building Renovations/Alterations - Residential 0 0 0
Subtotal OC 32.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
420 Claims and indemnities 0 0 0
Subtotal OC 42.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL BUDGET 799.29 0  799.29| 830.08 0 830.08 690.47 0 69047
Additional Mandatory Information
Dollars Used for Local Currency Purchases
Exchange Rate Used in Computations
*x If datais shown on either of these lines, you MUST submit the form showing deposits to and withdrawals from the FSN Voluntary Separation Fund.
On that form, OE funded deposits must equal: 0 0 0
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